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INTRODUCTION 

On the 113 rolls of this microfilm publication are reproduced 
the records of Case VI, United States of America v. Carl Krauch 
et al. (I. G. Farben Case), 1 of the 12 trials of war criminals 
conducted by the U.S. Government from 1946 to 1949 at Nuernberg 
subsequent to the International Military Tribunal (IMT) held in 
the same city. These records consist of German- and English- 
language versions of official transcripts of court proceedings, 
prosecution and defense briefs and statements, and defendants' 
final pleas as well as prosecution and defense exhibits and 
document books in one language or the other. Also included are 
minute books, the official court file, order and judgment books, 
clemency petitions, and finding aids to the documents. 

The transcripts of this trial, assembled in 2 sets of 43 
bound volumes (1 set in German and 1 in English), are the re¬ 
corded daily trial proceedings. Prosecution statements and briefs 
are also in both languages but unbound, as are the final pleas 
of the defendants delivered by counsel or defendants and sub¬ 
mitted by the attorneys to the court. Unbound prosecution 
exhibits, numbered 1-2270 and 2300-23S4, are essentially those 
documents from various Nuernberg record scries, particularly the 
NI (Nuernberg Industrialist) Series, and other sources offered 
in evidence by the prosecution in this case. Defense exhibits, 
also unbound, are predominantly affidavits by various persons. 

They are arranged by name of defendant and thereunder numerically, 
along with two groups of exhibits submitted in the general interest 
of all defendants. Both prosecution and defense document books 
consist of full or partial translations of exhibits into English. 
Loosely bound in folders, they provide an indication of the order 
in which the exhibits were presented before the tribunal. 

Minute books, in two bound volumes, summarize the transcripts. 
The official court file, in nine bound volumes, includes the 
progress docket, the indictment, and amended indictment and the 
service thereof; applications for and appointments of defense 
counsel and defense witnesses and prosecution comments thereto; 
defendants' application for documents; motions and reports; uniform 
rules of procedures; and appendixes. The order and judgment 
books, in two bound volumes, represent the signed orders, judg¬ 
ments, and opinions of the tribunal as well as sentences and 
commitment papers. Defendants' clemency petitions, in three bound 
volumes, were directed to the military governor, the Judge Advocate 
General, and the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia. 
The finding aids summarize transcripts, exhibits, and the official 
court file. 

Case VI was heard by U.S. Military Tribunal VI from August 14, 
1947, to July 30, 1948. Along with records of other Nuernberg 
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and Far East war crimes trials, the records of this case are part 
of the National Archives Collection of World War II War Crimes 
Records, Record Group 238. 

The I. G. Farben Case was 1 of 12 separate proceedings held 
before several U.S. Military Tribunals at Nuernberg in the U.S. 
Zone of Occupation in Germany against officials or citizens of 
the Third Reich, as follows: 


Case No. 

United States v. 

Popular Name 

No. of 
Defendants 

1 

Karl Brandt et al. 

Medical Case 

23 

2 

Erhard Milch 

Milch Case 
(Luftwaffe) 

1 

3 

Josef Altatoetter 
et al. 

Justice Case 

16 

4 

Oswald Pohl et al. 

Pohl Case (SS) 

18 

5 

Friedrich Flick 
et al. 

Flick Case 
(Industrialist) 

6 

6 

Carl Krauch et al. 

I. G. Farben Case 
(Industrialist) 

24 

7 

Wilhelm List et al. 

Hostage Case 

12 

8 

Ulrioh Greifelt 
et al. 

RuSHA Case (SS) 

14 

9 

Otto Ohlendorf 
et al. 

Einsatzgruppcn 
• Case (SS) 

24 

10 

Al fried Krupp 
et al. 

Krupp Case 
(Industrialist) 

12 

11 

Ernst von 
Weizsaecker et al. 

Ministries Case 

21 

12 

Wilhelm von Leeb 
et al. 

High Command Case 

14 


Authority for the proceedings of the IMT against the major 
Nazi war criminals derived from the Declaration on German 
Atrocities (Moscow Declaration) released November 1, 1943; 
Executive Order 9547 of May 2, 1945; the London Agreement of 
August 8, 1945; the Berlin Protocol of October 6, 1945; and the 
IMT Charter. 

Authority for the 12 subsequent cases stemmed mainly from 
Control Council Law 10 of December 20, 1945, and was reinforced 
by Executive Order 9679 of January 16, 1946; U.S. Military 
Government Ordinances 7 and 11 of October 18, 1946, and Feb¬ 
ruary 17, 1947, respectively; and U.S. Forces, European Theater 
General Order 301 of October 24, 1946. Procedures applied by 
U.S. Military Tribunals in the subsequent proceedings were pat¬ 
terned after those of the IMT and further developed in the 12 
cases, which required over 1,200 days of court sessions and 
generated more than 330,000 transcript pages. 
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Formation of the I. G. Farben Combine was a stage in the 
evolution of the German chemical industry, which for many years 
led the world in the development, production, and marketing of 
organic dyestuffs, pharmaceuticals, and synthetic chemicals. To 
control the excesses of competition, six of the largest chemical 
firms, including the Badische Anilin 8 Soda Fabrik, combined to 
form the Interessengemeinschaft (Combine of Interests, or Trust) 
of the German Dyestuffs Industry in 1904 and agreed to pool 
technological and financial resources and markets. The two re¬ 
maining chemical firms of note entered the combine in 1916. In 
192S the Badische Anilin 8 Soda Fabrik, largest of the firms and 
already the majority shareholder in two of the other seven com¬ 
panies, led in reorganizing the industpy to meet the changed 
circumstances of competition in the post-NorId War markets by 
changing its name to the I. G. Farbenindustrie Aktiengesellschaft, 
moving its home office from Ludwigshafen to Frankfurt, and merging 
with the remaining five firms. 

• 

Farben maintained its influence over both the domestic and 
foreign markets for chemical products. In the first instance 
the Gorman explosives industry, dependent on Farben for synthet¬ 
ically produced nitrates, soon became subsidiaries of Farben. Of 
particular interest to the prosecution in this case were the 
various agreements Farben made with American companies for the 
exchange of information and patents and the licensing of chemical 
discoveries for foreign production. Among the trading companies 
organized to facilitate these agreements was the General Anilin 
and Film Corp., which specialized in photographic processes. The 
prosecution charged that Farben used these connections to retard 
the "Arsenal of Democracy" by passing on information received 
to the German Government and providing nothing in return, contrary 
to the spirit and letter of the agreements. 

Farben was governed by an Aufsichtsrat (Supervisory Board of 
Directors) and a Vorstand (Managing Board of Directors). The 
Aufsichtsrat, responsible for the general direction of the fini, 
was chaired by defendant Krauch from 1940. The Vorstand actually 
controlled the day-to-day business and operations of Farben. 
Defendant Schmitz became chairman of the Vorstand in 1935, and 18 
of the other 22 original defendants were members of the Vorstand 
and its component committees. 

Transcripts of the I. G. Farben Case include the indictment 
of the following 24 persons: 

Otto Ambros: Member of the Vorstand of Farben; Chief of 
Chemical Warfare Committee of the Ministry of Armaments 
and War Production; production chief for Buna and poison 
gas; manager of Auschwitz, Schkopau, Ludwigshafen, Oppau, 
Gendorf, Dyhernfurth, and Falkenhagen plants; and 
Wehrwirtschaftsfuehrer. 
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Max Brueggeraann: Member and Secretary of the Vorstand of 
Farben; member of the legal coinnittee; Deputy Plant Leader 
of the Leverkusen Plant; Deputy Chief of the Sales Combine 
for Pharmaceuticals; and director of the legal, patent, 
and personnel departments of the Works Combine, Lower Rhine. 

Ernst Buergin: Member of the Vorstand of Farben; Chief of 
Works Combine, Central Germany; Plant Leader at the Bitter- 
feld and Wolfen-Farben plants; and production chief for 
light metals, dyestuffs, organic intermediates, plastics, 
and nitrogen at these plants. 

Heinrich Buetefisch: Member of the Vorstand of Farben; 
manager of Leuna plants; production chief for gasoline, 
methanol, and chlorine electrolysis production at Auschwitz 
and Moosbierbaum; Wehrwirtschaftsfuehrer; member of the 
Himmler Freundeskreis (circle of friends of Himmler); and 
SS Obersturmbannfuehrer (Lieutenant Colonel). 

Walter Duerrfeld: Director and construction manager of the 
Auschwitz plant of Farben, director and construction 
manager of the Monowitz Concentration Camp, and Chief 
Engineer at the Leuna plant. 

Fritz Gajewski: Member of the Central Committee of the 
Vorstand of Farben, Chief of Sparte III (Division III) in 
charge of production of photographic materials and arti¬ 
ficial fibers, manager of "Agfa" plants, and Wehrwirtschafts¬ 
fuehrer. 

Heinrich Gattineau: Chief of the Political-Economic Policy 
Department, "WIPO," of Farben's Berlin N.W. 7 office; 
member of Southeast Europe Committee; and director of 
A.G. Dynamit Nobel, Pressburg, Czechoslovakia. 

Paul Haefliger: Member of the Vorstand of Farben; member 
of the Commercial Committee; and Chief, Metals Departments, 
Sales Combine for Chemicals. 

Erich von der Heyde: Member of the Political-Economic Policy 
Department of Farben's Berlin N.W. 7 office. Deputy to 
the Chief of Intelligence Agents, SS Hauptsturmfuehrer, 
and member of the WI-RUE-AMT (Military Economics and 
Armaments Office) of the Oberkoaznando der Wehrmacht (OKW) 
(High Command of the Armed Forces). 

Heinrich Hoerlein: Member of the Central Committee of the 
Vorstand of Farben; chief of chemical research and 
development of vaccines, sera, pharmaceuticals, and poison 
gas; and manager of the Elberfeld Plant. 
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Max Ilgner: Member of the Vorstand of Farben; Chief of 
Farben's Berlin N.W. 7 office directing intelligence, 
espionage, and propaganda activities; member of the Com¬ 
mercial Committee; and Wehrwirtschaftsfuehrer. 

Friedrich Jaehne: Member of the Vorstand of Farben; chief 
engineer rn charge of construction and physical plant 
development; Chairman of the Engineering Committee; and 
Deputy Chief, Works Combine, Main Valley. 

August von Knieriem: Member of the Central Committee of the 
Vorstand of Farben; Chief Counsel of Farben; and Chairman, 
Legal and Patent Committees. 

Carl Krauch: Chairman of the Aufsichtsrat of Farben and 
Generalbevolloaechtigter fuer Sonderfragen der Chemischen 
Erzeugung (General Plenipotentiary for Special Questions 
of Chemical Production) on Goering's staff in the Office 
of the 4-Year Plan. 

Hans Kuehne: Member of the Vorstand of Farben; Chief of 
the Works Combine, Lower Rhine; Plant Leader at Leverkusen, 
Elberfeld, Uerdingen, and Dormagen plants; production chief 
for inorganics, organic intermediates, dyestuffs, and 
pharmaceuticals at these plants; and Chief of the Inorganics 
Committee. 

Hans Kugler: Member of the Cosmercial Committee of Farben; 
Chief of the Sales Department Dyestuffs for Hungary, 

Rumania, Yugoslavia, Greece, Bulgaria, TUrkey, Czechoslo¬ 
vakia, and Austria; and Public Commissar for the Falkcnau 
and Aussig plants in Czechoslovakia. 

Carl Lautenschlacger: Member of the Vorstand of Farben; 

Chief of Works Combine, Main Valley; Plant Leader at the 
Hoechst, Griesheim, Mainkur, Gersthofen, Offenbach, 

Eystrup, Marburg, and Neuhausen plants; and production 
chief for nitrogen, inorganics, organic intermediates, 
solvents and plastics, dyestuffs, and pharmaceuticals at 
these plants. 

Wilhelm Mann: Member of the Vorstand of Farben, member of 
the Commercial Committee, Chief of the Sales Combine for 
Pharmaceuticals, and member of the SA. 

Fritz ter Meer: Member of the Central Committee of the 
Vorstand of Farben; Chief of the Technical Committee of 
the Vorstand that planned and directed all of Farben's 
production; Chief of Sparte II in charge of production of 
Buna, poison gas, dyestuffs, chemicals, metals, and 
pharmaceuticals; and Wehrwirtschaftsfuehrer. 
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Heinrich Oster: Member of the Vorstand of Farben, member 
of the Commercial Committee, and manager of the Nitrogen 
Syndicate. 

Hermann Schmitz: Chairman of the Vorstand of Farben, member 
of the Reichstag, and Director of the Bank of International 
Settlements. 

Christian Schneider: Member of the Central Committee of the 
Vorstand of Farben; Chief of Sparte I in charge of pro¬ 
duction of nitrogen, gasoline, diesel and lubricating oils, 
methanol, and organic chemicals; Chief of Central Personnel 
Department, directing the treatment of labor at Farben 
plants; Wehrwirtschaftsfuehrer; Hauptabwehrbeauftragter 
(Chief of Intelligence Agents); Hauptbetriebsfuehrer (Chief 
of Plant Leaders); and supporting member of the Schutz- 
staffeln (SS) of the NSDAP. 

Georg von Schnitzler: Member of the Central Committee of the 
Vorstand of Farben, Chief of the Commercial Committee of 
the Vorstand that planned and directed Farben's domestic 
and foreign sales and commercial activities, Wehrwirtschafts¬ 
fuehrer (Military Economy Leader), and Hauptsturmfuehrer 
(Captain) in the Sturmabteilungen (SA) of the Nazi Party 
(NSDAP). 

Carl Wurster: Member of the Vorstand of Farben; Chief of 
the Works Combine, Upper Rhine; Plant Leader at Ludwigs- 
hafen and Oppau plants; production chief for inorganic 
chemicals; and Wehrwirtschaftsfuehrer. 

The prosecution charged these 24 individual staff members 
of the firm with various crimes, including the planning of ag¬ 
gressive war through an alliance with the Nazi Party and synchro¬ 
nization of Farben's activities with the military planning of 
the German High Command by participation in the preparation of 
the 4-Year Plan, directing German economic mobilization for war, 
and aiding in equipping the Nazi military machines.1 The defend¬ 
ants also were charged with carrying out espionage and intel¬ 
ligence activities in foreign countries and profiting from these 
activities. They participated in plunder and spoliation of 
Austria, Czechoslovakia, Poland, Norway, France, and the Soviet 
Union as part of a systematic economic exploitation of these 
countries. The prosecution also charged mass murder and the 
enslavement of many thousands of persons particularly in Farben 
plants at the Auschwitz and Monowitz concentration camps and the 
use of poison gas manufactured by the firm in the extermination 


The trial of defendant Brueggenann was discontinued early 
during the proceedings because he was unable to stand trial on 
account of ill health. 
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of millions of men, --omen, and children. Medical experiments were 
conducted by Farben on enslaved persons without their consent to 
test the effects of deadly gases, vaccines, and related products. 
The defendants were charged, furthermore, with a common plan and 
conspiracy to commit crimes against the peace, war crimes, and 
crimes against humanity. Three defendants were accused of member¬ 
ship in a criminal organization, the SS. All of these charges 
were set forth in an indictment consisting of five counts. 

The defense objected to the charges by claiming that regula¬ 
tions were so stringent and far reaching in Nazi Germany that 
private individuals had to cooperate or face punishment, including 
death. The defense claimed further that many of the individual 
documents produced by the prosecution were originally intended as 
"window dressing" or "howling with the wolves" in order to avoid 
such punishment. 

The tribunal agreed with the defense in its judgment that none 
of the defendants were guilty of Count I, planning, preparation, 
initiation, and waging wars of aggression; or Count V, common 
plans and conspiracy to commit crimes against the peace and 
humanity and war crimes. 

The tribunal also dismissed particulars of Count II concerning 
plunder and exploitation against Austria and Czechoslovakia. Eight 
defendants (Schmitz, von Schnitzler, ter Meer, Buergin, Haefliger, 
Ilgner, Oster, and Kugler) were found guilty on the remainder of 
Count II, while IS were acquitted. On Count III (slavery and mass 
murder), Ambros, Buetefisch, Duerrfeld, Krauch, and ter Meer were 
judged guilty. Schneider, Buetefisch, and von der Heyde also 
wore charged with Count IV, membership in a criminal organization, 
but were acquitted. 

The tribunal acquitted Gajewski, Gattincau, von der Heyde, 
Hoerlein, von Kniericm, Kuehnc, Lautcnschlaeger, Mann, Schneider, 
and Wurster. The remaining 13 defendants were given prison terms 
as follows: 


Name 


Length of Prison Tern (years) 


Ambros 

Buergin 

Buetefisch 

Duerrfeld 

Haefliger 

Ilgner 

Jaehne 

Krauch 

Kugler 

Oster 

Schmitz 

von Schnitzler 
ter Meer 


8 

2 

6 

8 

2 

3 

1 1/2 
6 

1 1/2 
2 

4 

5 
7 
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All defendants were credited with time already spent in 
custody. 

In addition to the indictnents, judgments, and sentences, the 
transcripts also contain the arraignment and plea of each defendant 
(all pleaded not guilty) and opening statements of both defense 
and prosecution. 

The English-language transcript volumes are arranged numer¬ 
ically, 1-43, and the pagination is continuous, 1-15834 (page 4710 
is followed by pages 4710(1)-4710(285)). The German-language 
transcript volumes are numbered la-43a and paginated 1-16224 (14a 
and ISa are in one volume). The letters at the top of each page 
indicate morning, afternoon, or evening sessions. The letter "C" 
designates commission hearings (to save court time and to avoid 
assembling hundreds of witnesses at Nuernberg, in most of the 
cases one or more commissions took testimony and received doc¬ 
umentary evidence for consideration by the tribunals). Two com¬ 
mission hearings are included in the transcripts: that for 
February 7, 1948, is on pages 6957-6979 of volume 20 in the 
English-language transcript, while that for May 7, 1948, is on 
pages 14775a-14776 of volume 40a in the German-language transcript. 
In addition, the prosecution made one motion of its own and, with 
the defense, six joint motions to correct the English-language 
transcripts. Lists of the types of errors, their location, and 
the prescribed corrections are in several volumes of the tran¬ 
scripts as follows: 

First Motion of the Prosecution, volume 1 

First Joint Motion, volume 3 

Second Joint Motion, volume 14 

Third Joint Motion, volume 24 

Fourth Joint Motion, volume 29 

Fifth Joint Motion, volume 34 

Sixth Joint Motion, volume 40 

The prosecution offered 2,325 prosecution exhibits numbered 
1-2270 and 2300-2354. Missing numbers were not assigned due to 
the difficulties of introducing exhibits before the commission 
and the tribunal simultaneously. Exhibits 1835-1838 were loaned 
to an agency of the Department of Justice for use in a separate 
matter, and apparently No. 1835 was never returned. Exhibits 
drew on a variety of sources, such as reports and directives as 
well as affidavits and interrogations of various individuals. 

Maps and photographs depicting events and places mentioned in 
the exhibits are among the prosecution resources, as are pub¬ 
lications, correspondence, and many other types of records. 

The first item in the arrangement of prosecution exhibits is 
usually a certificate giving the document number, a short descrip¬ 
tion of the exhibits, and a statement on the location of the 
original document or copy of the exhibit. The certificate is 
followed by the actual prosecution exhibit (most are photostats, 
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but a few are mimeographed articles with an occasional carbon of 
the original). The few original documents are often affidavits 
of witnesses or defendants, but also ledgers and correspondence, 
such as: 


Exhibit No. 

Doc. No. 

Exhibit No. 

Doc. No. 

322 

NI 5140 

1558 

NI 11411 

918 

NI 6647 

1691 

NI 12511 

1294 

NI 14434 

1833 

NI 12789 

1422 

NI 11086 

1886 

NI 14228 

1480 

NI 11092 

2313 

NI 13566 

1811 

NI 11144 




In rare cases an exhibit is followed by a translation; in 
others there is no certificate. Several of the exhibits are of 
poor legibility and a few pages are illegible. 

Other than affidavits, the defense exhibits consist of news¬ 
paper clippings, reports, personnel records, Reichgesetzblatt 
excerpts, photographs, and other items. The 4,257 exhibits for 
the 23 defendants are arranged by name of defendant and thereunder 
by exhibit number. Individual exhibits are preceded by a certif¬ 
icate wherever available. Two sets of exhibits for all the 
defendants are included. 

Translations in each of the prosecution document books are 
preceded by an index listing document numbers, biased descriptions, 
and page numbers of each translation. These indexes often indi¬ 
cate the order in which the prosecution exhibits were presented 
in court. Defense document books are similarly arranged. Each 
book is preceded by an index giving document number, description, 
and page number for every exhibit. Corresponding exhibit numbers 
generally are not provided. There arc several unindexed supple¬ 
ments to numbered document books. Defense statements, briefs, 
pleas, and prosecution briefs are arranged alphabetically by de¬ 
fendant's surname. Pagination is consecutive, yet there are 
many pages where an "a" or "b" is added to the numeral. 

At the beginning of roll 1 key documents arc filmed from 
which Tribunal VI derived its jurisdiction: the Moscow Declara¬ 
tion, U.S. Executive Orders 9547 and 9679, the London Agreement, 
the Berlin Protocol, the IKT Charter, Control Council Law 10, 

U.S. Military Government Ordinances 7 and 11, and U.S. Forces, 
European Theater General Order 301. Following these documents 
of authorization is a list of the names and functions of members 
of the tribunal and counsels. These are followed by the tran¬ 
script covers giving such information as name and number of case, 
volume numbers, language, page numbers, and inclusive dates. They 
followed by the minute book, consisting of summaries of the 
daily proceedings, thus providing an additional finding aid for 
the transcripts. Exhibits are listed in an index that notes the 
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type, number, and name of exhibit; corresponding document book, 
number, and page; a short description of the exhibit; and the 
date when it was offered in court. The official court file is 
summarized by the progress docket, which is preceded by a list of 
witnesses. 


Not filmed were records duplicated elsewhere in this micro¬ 
film publication, such as prosecution and defense document books 
in the German language that are largely duplications of the 
English-language document books. 

The records of the I. G. Farben Case are closely related to 
other microfilmed records in Record Group 238, specifically pros¬ 
ecution exhibits submitted to the IMT, T988;.NI (Nuernberg In¬ 
dustrialist) Series, T301; NM (Nuernberg Miscellaneous) Series, 
M-936; NOKW (Nuernberg Armed Forces High Command) Series, Til19; 

NG (Nuernberg Government) Series, T1139; NP (Nuernberg Propaganda) 
Series, M942; WA (undetermined) Series, M946; and records of the 
Brandt case, M887; the Milch Case, M888; the Altstoetter case, 
M889; the Pohl Case, M890; the Flick Case, M891; the List case, 
M893; the Greifelt case, M894; and the Ohlendorf case, M895. In 
addition, the record of the IMT at Nuernberg has been published 
in the 42-volune Trial of the Major War Criminals Before the 
International Military Tribunal (Nuernberg, 1947). Excerpts from 
the subsequent proceedings have been published in 15 volumes as 
Trials of War Criminals Before the Nuernberg Military Tribunal 
Under Control Council Law No. 10 (Washington). The Audiovisual 
Archives Division of the National Archives and Records Service 
has custody of motion pictures and photographs of all 13 trials 
and sound recordings of the IMT proceedings. 

Martin K. Williams arranged the records and, in collabora¬ 
tion with John Mendelsohn, wrote this introduction. 
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Volume 38, p. 13,490-13,797 
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Official Transcript of Aaericen Military Tribunal VI in 
the mavter of the United States of America agrinst 
Carl Krauch, et al, defendants, sitting at Nurnborg, 
Germany, on 5 May 1948, 0900, Justice Shake presiding, 

THE MARSHAL: The Honorable, the Judgos of Military Tribunal VI. 


God save the United 


Military Tribune! VI is now in session 


States of .’merica and this Honorable Tribunal. 


There will bo order in the Court. 

(Defendants Hasfliger and Koerlein absent due to illness). 

THE PRESIDENT: Any announcements fron oo unsol for tho Defonso? 

DR. NELT3 (Counsol for Defense, roprosoirtins Dr. Dix): 

Mr. President, an agreement was reached yesterday that tho Defonso 


counsel on Monday morning are to designate thojie documents which thoy 
intond to submit from tho mass of documents wiilch tho prosecution hes 
now made available. Mo ocaittod to speak to you yesterday about how 
it is to bo oado technically possiblo for tho D«*fonse counsel and tho 
defendants to examine theso documents, which ha vs been nowly aado avail¬ 


able, bofore Ifcnday. Me a_ak you to make it pos^bl* for thoso defon- 
dants who so desire, and their Dofonse counsol, to have an opportunity 


either today or tomorrow to examine tho document a which have not boon 


submitted yot 


THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Nelto, it is somewhat difficult to euggost to 


you what might be done until wo s'oo how wo got along today. Wc hr.vo 


boforo us all of the documents that havo boon procofiood and delivered 
to the Tribunal. Aside froo tho completion of the o**raination of tho 


witness on tho stand and tho presentation of the docivnonts that aro to 
bo presontod by Dr. Giorlichs,, i/O&i bo h^ro, all of the 

other documents under tho oi^der- that we have' hpritofore cade are raoroly 
to be narked. He think th*£it is entirely popflillo tgist by tho end of 


Of documents 


tho situation th .s ef 


courtroom tomorrow to do the work that you want to do in tho archives. 


1%90 



5 Uay-M-lK-l-2-Schwab (Int.von Scbon) 

COURT VI, CASE VI , 

or in the depository. If not tomorrow, perhaps the next day, unless wo 
go along with what we had told Dr. Silcher about his pert here. 

May I suggest to you that we postpone passing on your or.tter until 
later in the day end see how our program works out, and we will recon¬ 
sider it a little later and undertake to work out something that will 
meet the problesu 

DR. SSIDL: (Counsel for defendant Duerrfeld): !£r. President, we' 
can contribute to shortening the trial by withdrawing some affidavits 

of affiants *10 have boon requested to submit to cross-examination. I 

% 

should like to take the liberty of telling the Tribunal now yfcnt these 
exhibit numbers are. They are Exhibit— 

TOE PRESIDEJfr: Jtow, you aro now giving us Prosecution numbors, aro 
you not, or Defense numbers? 

DR. S2IDL: Ho, I ea giving you oxhibit numbors for the defondant 
Duorrfold. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. 

e _ 

DR. SSIDL: Exhibit Duorrfold 189, Document Duorrfold 1073, in 
Document Book 8, # pago 34 . The second document is Exhibit 217, Docuaont 
Duerrfeld 876, in Docuaont Book 9, page 42. Tho third and lest docu¬ 
ment is Exhibit 210, Document Duerrfeld 1075, in Document Book 9, >ago 
1. That is all. 

I should also liko to ask tho Tribunal to cxcuso tho defendant 
Duerrfeld this afternoon since witnesses aro ag'in boing oxend nod beforo 
the Cocoissioner. 

THE PRESIDENT: The rocord will show that tho Duerrfeld Exhibits 
189, 217 and 210 are now withdrawn from evidence. 

Tho do fond ant Duorrfold will bo excused in accordance with tho ap¬ 
plication of his counsel. 

Aro there any other announcements from counsel for tho Defense? 

Has the Prosecution anything to say? 

MR. 2PFECHER: About the withdrawal of these exhibits I just wanted 
to state a word, lir. President. In ordor to save time, as well As to 
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attempt to make rebuttal of some of the natters raised in the evidence 
presented during the Duerrfeld case by Dr. Seidl, the Prosecution called 
or£y ft yery fen of the affiants of the defendant puorrfold. New, with 
respect to the affidavits withdrawn this aiming, at least two of those 
affiants havo shown up here in Hurnborg and are now available for cross- 
examinetion, not only concerning Dr. Seidl's affidavits that he got from 
then but concerning our affidavits and any other matters which we want 
to bring out of those same witnesses on rebuttal. We propose that the 
examination of those affiants proceed on the basis of tho affidavits 
in our rebuttal books so that theso innntos, who havo coao hero from ft 
long distance, do not havo to have their schedules too cooplotoly upsot. 

THE PRESIDENT: tow, Mr. Prosecutor, in tho first placo, if tho af¬ 
fidavits arc out, there is no basis for any cross-examination; you un¬ 
derstand that, of course? * . • 

HR. SPRECKER: Yos, Ur. Prosidont. 

THE PRESIDENT: Mow, on the question of rebuttal, tho Tribunal has 
not ontrusted to tho Ccmaissionors tho nattor of control of robuttnl. 
Before wo would hoar tho witnossos in rebuttal our3olvos, or before wo 
would modify tho practice so far as commissioners' hoftrings rro con- 
cornod, wo should want to bo core fully advised of tho situation so as 
not to establish any prodedent. By thrt I moan to say that wo havo 
only used commissioners for the purposes of supervising tho cross-oxfto- 
ination of witnesses. Me have not delegated to commissioners tho supor- 
vision of receiving rebuttal dvidonco because that directly concorns 
the nattor of competency and admissibility. 

If you wish to nako some representation to the Tribunal with res¬ 
pect to whethor or not you may use these witnossos in rebuttal, of 
course you may do that# 

1!R. SPRECHER: Ur. President, I don't think I nado myself com¬ 
pletely deer, although I realize that you are certainly a hundred per 
cent correct in the rules to which you are elluding. For example, wo 
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have called, lot us assume, fifteen Duerrfeld affiants. They appear in 

Nurnberg, As soon as they get in Wurnberg, on the last day now, wo 

havo had four of then withdrawn. Now, **iat are wo to do, again call 

% 

so®e moro — 

% 

THE PRESIDENT: Ur. Prosecutor, we do recall that when Defense 

# 

was getting ready to cross-examine some of your witnesses you helped us 
out very much by withdrawing a nuebor of affidavits. Thero is nothing 
irregular about that. If they wish to waive the affidavit, they have 
a right to do that. You did the saao thing and tho Tribunal is heart¬ 
ily in sympathy with you free tho standpoint of both of you. 
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HR. SPREOiSR: Tho siturtion in our point of view is very, very 
different, Hr, President. We withdrew a nunbor of affidavits of per¬ 
sons from foreign countries, but after an affiant was horo, waiting 
to be cross-exeoined, end after the Defense has made its pattern with 
respect to who it was going to call, we didn't suddenly withdraw affi¬ 
davits of persons who were hero, particularly in the last stages of 
tho case. Now, we will bo in a position where wo will have to cell 
5000 ooro of those nuoorous affiants whoa Dr. Soldi has put in sojco of 
his books in order to got a fair amoling, tfo have no assurance that 
after they arrive that Dr. Soldi won ! t withdraw them in the last five 
sinutos. 

Now tho n&in thing that wo want to do is to trko a fair samp Lng 
of Dr. Soidl's affiants. 

THE PRESIDENT: Gentlenon, wo have no control ovor tho right of 
a litigant to withdraw en affidavit thr.t has been sjtaittod in ovi- 
dcnco # and when you tako tf» affidavit out thero is no roeson loft 
then to cross-exanino with respect to smoothing that is not boforo tho 
Tribunal. 

Now, tho natter of whother tho Prosecution wishos to uso that 
aaao witness in rebuttal is an entirely different subject And we ero 
expressing ho opinion about that now, Certainly wo are not going to 
say that you nay not uso a witness regardless of vhcre he cones from 
cr what ho nay havo firnished in the way of affidrvits to tho opposi¬ 
tion before. 

e * • 

You can doternine for yourself whether you wish to use him as your 
witness, but I was Just suggesting to you the practical edrdnistrr tivo 
probloa of conducting that sort of an examination boforo tho Coo-assion- 
er. Before we would nako an order of reference of thr.t kind wo would 
want to know nore about it, and we would bo glad to discuss it with re¬ 
presentatives of the Prosecution and Defense in chaabers, to save tine. 

So cake a survey of the situation and bring in Dr. Dix or Dr. Nelto 
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or Dr. Seidl, and talk to us about it. 

The documents ere withdrawn free evidence. There is to be no 
cross-examination on the affidavits. The natter of whether or not the 
witnesses are to be mado available for rebuttal will be considered on 
the application of the Prosecution. 

DR. SEIDL: I should just like to make one brief remark referring 
to kr. Sprecher's statements. The prosecution did not ask for fifteon 
affiants but for twenty-five, and these arc the first three affidavits 
that we hevo withdrawing. As far as I can see, no other affidavits will 
be withdrawn. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. Gentlemen, those natters are of no di¬ 
rect interest or concom to the Tribunal right now. If thero is nothing 
furthor, you nay proceed with the exanination of the witnoss in the box, 
Dr. Boettcher. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION (Continued) 

. RUDOLF HUSNEHMANN 

BY DR. BOETTCHER: 

Q.. Witness, you told us yesterday that you wore Chief of the Staff 
of General Thomas, who was head of tho Wohrwirtschaftsstab (Tho Military 
Economy Staff), and wo had stopped when discussing tho question of how 
you, as chief of staff of tho Military Bconoay Staff, wore info mod 
about Hitler's actual intentions and arnacent ains. Now, on tho sane 
subject I ask you the following. The Prosecution in thoir Drooontation 
of evidenco and in cross examination of Dtfenso witnesses, roforred re- 
poatedly to plans of the Army Ordnance Offico, under tho designation 
"FP 23" and "FP 63." Could you, witness, tell us what these names mean? 

A. No. We did not at that tino know what these hemes meant. Wo 
considered them merely code names, just as tho Luftwaffe assigned num¬ 
bers to its building programs: 51, 56, end so forth. But wo did not 
know the background and tho significance of these numbers. 

Q. Did you knew, witness, that FP 63, for example, meant tho 
equipping of sixty-three divisions? 

13655 



5 3-Schwab (Int.von Schon) 

COURT VI, CASS VI ' 

A. Mo; I learned the meaning of these figures only a few days ago 
here, talking to the Defense, 

Q. Thank you. I now ccoe to another point. Can you do scribe Gor¬ 
man armament to the Tribunal? I mean by that the nature, the extent, 
depth end so forth, 

A. The German ar ma me n t was designed for a Blitzkrieg. It was, so 
to apeak, superficial armament. That is, a division set up in peaco and 
a division to be set up during the war were equipped with excell er.. arms 
and very moderh equipment. But there was no depth of armament. That is, 
behind this impressive facade there was no sufficient reserves of mater¬ 
iel. In certain types of guns we had hardly any reserve at all when we 
went into the field. And also there was no sufficient production back¬ 
ground on a broad enough basis in order to securo adequato anreunition 
during the war for the troops in the fields And there was also not 
enough preparation of German oconoey for a big war, that is, a guaran¬ 
tee of the raw material basis., 

Q. Witness, your last remark brings up the question: What about 
the bo-c oiled "Uob" plans, which in the last analysis were directed 
toward economic preparation for war? 

A. There is no contradiction here. Every year wo drew up a "Uob" 

# 

plan. We calculated exactly the requirements for tho event of war for 
the supplies of aoaunition, arms, pianos, bombers, and eo forth. *1ut 
these figures concerning requirements *wre to a large extent not adapt¬ 
ed to German industry rtien war broke out, 

Q. Witness, can you tell us in just a few wards who was responsi¬ 
ble for these )feb plans—industry or the military authorities? 

A. The Uob plans originated only with the Aray, the Air Force or 
the Navy. Industry itself had no influence idiatever on them; industry 
was not consulted and did not cake any suggestions. 

Q. I shall now leavo this point and ask you, witness: Do you 
know the concept of the so-called Karinhail plan and toe Schnell Plan 
(The Rapid Plan)? 
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* 

A. Yes. 

Q. At the end of your last answer you said that to e large extent 
the requirements for the «went of par had not been assigned to industry 
at all. Is it true of the Xarinhall Plan and the Schnoll Plan? 

A. Yes, the Rapid plan ws to be put into execution in 1941 or 1942, 
but even if it had been finished at the outbreak of the war, in 1939, the 
production would have been far from adequate for the military units vhich 
were in existence at the outbreak of war. 

Q. Witness, as I have already announced to the Tribunal. I shall 
show you now Prosecution Exhibit 445, Document PS-1436. It was in 
Prosecution Document Book 21, English page 3, If you will look at this 
document, page 2 of the original, that is page 3 in the copy that you 

havo, you will find the following statement, about tho middle of tho 

# * 

pago "GFy." Do you fina that? 

A. Yos. 

Q. "GBi—that probably moans General Field Ucrshal Gooring— do- 
mRnds that the furthor struggle for the factories should bo stopped. No 
core statements aro to be made to arnaaont plants for tho tirao being." 

ffould you please be kind enough to oxplain this sontonco, wh ;h is 
not quito door to a layman? 

A. This oeasuro *iich ms ordored by Gooring was of a docisivo ef¬ 
fect in tho preparations of tho German armament industry for tho event of 
war*. Bocauso of tho fact that in the sucoor of 1938 Gooring prohibited 
designating any more industrial plants as armament plants, tho prepara¬ 
tions of the German amamonts Program wore very seriously parrlysod 
and tho effoct could be obsorvod oven lator in tho course of tho war. 

Q. 1£ay I esk you, witness, what in your opinion Gooring's motives 
may have beon to give such a decisive order? 

I 
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A In the simer of 1936, the Goman foreign cxchar**o situation 
had becaaa soocrtiat acute, end the k lnistry of Economics was trying to 
procoto Gortr.n exports. In correction with those efforts the Minister 
of Economics, Funk, asked G ocrlng that industries which could premoto 
exports should not bo declared armament industries, in order not to 
intcrforc with exports. 

The second reason was jurisdictional disputes between the OKI/ end 
tho i&nistry of rcoacmlcs. 

# 

Q Lot no ask you this: Gooilng's ordor had a materiel content, 

and was not just m ordor on papor? 

• • _ 

A No, until tho suaacr of 1939, fer almost a yoar that is. wo 

• 

did not dodnre any core industrial concerns to bo ananaant concerns. 

Mo vero not ablo to prepare ttou for araaaent production. 

Q Noti recording to your Jsa/ledgo was the strto of oconomio 

rearmament at the oifcbreak of tho war such that it could justify Hitlor's 

_ • 

decision to wrgo a war of aggression? 

A The situation at tho outbreak of war against Poland was about 
os follows: Tho war against Poland was not a problem in itsolf, but in 
the loading positions in tho «/ohr=acht thero were a nianber of responsible 
officers, including my <*hiof, Concrnl Thomas, who realized that an 
egg re s si vo wtt against Poland meant a new '..orld «ar- 

Q Ard whet did you think about the German preparation for such 
a ’.fer Id *fcr? 

A we believed that tho German anannont situation was completely 
inadequate for such a ’>forld “cr. 

Q Now did you-chief. General Thomas, and you mako your opinion 
known? * 

0 

A Yes, vie repeatedly declared our attitude as early as 1938. 
as a matter of fact, and then repeatedly in 1939, 

r ‘ Coul d yoi perhaps give us a few details about this? 

A First of all, in 1938, shortly before the &idcton crisis, 
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before the Munich Pact, we gave a comparison between Gcnr.cn nor potential, 

end the potential of &gland. Franco, Czechoslovakia and - Poland. This 

statement, which was given only to the Highest Uilitaxy chiefs, to Koitol, 

brought us a serious reprice rd as dofoatists, and ire were informed by tho 

gcnoral in tho future to cake no further similar reports. 

• • • 

On tho 8th of August, 1939, there was to bo a FUohrcr Conference). 
Before that tho Cocaandor-in-Chicf of the A^-y r.skodua for a brief report 
on tho economic-military situation. I na.de this report on behalf of my 
chief, tto Deputy of tho Chief of the General staff of tho Anny, Gcnoral 
von Stuolpnagal. In this report I said that wo could wage war against 
Poland; that we were also capable of waging e defonsivo war again* t tho 
‘/estom poworsj but that wo wore not in a position to wage a lor^ war of 
material whon onco tho enonaous potential of the USA industry should bo 
cllffiod on tte sido of tho W 0 #tcrn powers. 

In tho middle of August, about tho 15th of August, General Thomas 
submit tod to tho Chief of tho Wchnaacht High Comr.rd, Koitol, a memorandum 
stating that a war with Poland wmld lead to a now World w ar, and *'.iis 
war would dovolop into a loi^ world war of actcrlol, end in this var of 

factorial wo would lose in the long run, be ecu so of our inadequate supply 

• • • 

of rew materials, supply of food, and tho inadoquato industrial capacity. 

Therefore, war was to bo avoided under ell drcuastancos. This roport 

• * 

was without result. Koitol answered, "You may absolutely roly on it, 
the Puohror does not war*, war. Ho will conduct his policy so skilfully 
that thoro will bo no war." , 

For tho‘last tiac we then tried on Surday, - the Sunday before 
tho war with Poland, - to influence the higjiost leadership. On that 
day Gcnoral Themes again submitted oestensivo statistical material to tho 
Chiof of the High Cceoard of the Wchrmacftt, with tho aid of charts. 

On the one sido the Gena an war potential was drawn, and it was contrasted 
with the war potcrfcial of the prospective cnacics. The superiority of 
the oth^r sido was so striking that thcro was no need to westo worls on 

s 
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it, but this report too, vns unsuccess fill, 

I, myself, helped to sork out this asatcrial, and I ao inVemud 
about the details. 

# 

Q tacsd, a tfiv&cion connected with tto dofcai*nt3; did the 
dcIWcnt, i>r. Krnuch, know vh'.t Gertiml Theernr aid you thought of the war? 

A Pro fosse r Kruuch cant, tc soo General ^henu a frequently or. 
questions which had to bo settled between •amp twe cfiicce. I wac alto 
frequently prosent at those discussions. Ucnjra-i T-jcoos igain and .Rain 
speke of the dovolojnort cf the political arJ cooiwnic situation, / Jiis 
took also placo in August, 1939. GenoraJ Thours cocprcssi-.t his aleglvinga 
very frankly to Ur. Xrauch. Ho told hiu aopro> in. toly the stno thijvgs 

• 

that ho had told Xoitol. Dr. Xrauca dcfinfiuly shared those uJ sgi.vlrgd.. 
rrd support-*! -ho*, out details of his <m work. 

3 In conoluxc a, witness. I .-b>uld lii.o to rsk you briefly tho 

following elation. Tou said in you.- eniA.ii U. oro of ay questions, thrt 

• • 

about tho oiddlc of August, Koxte. said to yoi or to Tncaas, "You jl-.j rost 
assured. Hitler will not go to war." In connection with that 1 :ho>ild lixo 
to ask you tfcun die', you, witnoss. Joi.rn for tho forat tiao of Hitler's 
intention to attack Pula.d or to put through his dua.-nd on Poland by 
force? 

A ~h dad not loam of that until the k6th of August, 1939 "bon 
Hitlor shewed that he was rusoivod on war, by ordering the attack on Poland, 
This order una rescinded after a few hours, however. 3oforo that, we had 

soo • 

considered all of his stops ooro or loss as n political bluff, ant' nad 
never given up hope that at tho last ninutc he would bo sensible. 

Q «y last question, wit ruse. Do you know of an y facts to war re no 
th> essuopticn that Dr. Krauch had aore fcnewlodgo of Hitler's pirns thru 

o 

you and Genarcl Theoaa had? 

A Ho, secrocy rogulctionc were very strict in Genaeny. "hoy wero 
very strict secrecy regulations in the anacacr.t field as I uertiotud 
yc3t<rdey, ard that was especially true of ailitai-y preparations, a.d 
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specifically of the political intentions of Hitler. The civilian Ministries 

• # 

the liinistrio3 with which wo primarily woriced, - the Ministry of Economics, 

w • 

the Labor Ministry, the Pood Ministry erd the t-Year Pi fin Agencies, tho 

' • # 

Roichabenk too, weren't at nil kept info mod About political intentions, 
rnd so it hnpponod that in tho days beforo tho outbreak of wnr, ivo noro 
overwhelmed vdth inquiries fret these r.gcncics as to how wo Judged tho 
situation. 

Tho office of Professor Krauch was definitely in this category, 
and m ordor of economic mobilisation would have had to bo isauod, boforo 
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wo noild hevo known what was going on. 
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TEE PRESIDENT: Uay I interrupt to say that there 
will 'oe a session of the Commissioner in Rook 295 at 
10 o'clock this corning, which the defendants ter Leer, 
ijnbros and ^ann are privileged to attend if they wish. 

Are there any other questions to be ashed by 
counsel for the Defense before the Prosecution cross- 
examines tills witness? 

Apparently not, and the cross-elimination may 

proceed. 

CROSS SXALD.'A?ia: 

R'JDOLF BOSSSRI^SN 

3U O. SHiZCHER: 

Q. lir. Ku onermanr., what was the relation of the . 
Wehrnirtschaftsstab to the Feld wirtschaf tsant? , 

The Feldwirtschaftsant was created in 1944 from 
the Y.'ehrwirts charts stab, after the araaiaont tasks had 
been transferred from the Olii to the Speer L'inistry. 

Q. Then tho so-called Feldw irtschaftsamt at that 
time took over the files of the former Y/ehrwirtschaftsstab; 
is that correct? 

A. To what extent they were taken over, I do not 
Imow. I was no longer in that office at the tice. 

Q. Row, in order to save tine, I want to~ImL.edl5tely 
show you a rather lengthy document which was taken from 
the files of the Feldwirtscha-tsamt, but it refers to • 
the period 1938 and 1939; do you recall weekly reports 
which were cade under y our direction as Chief of Staff 
in the wehrwirtschartsstab at that time, in 1938-1939? 

A. I did not understand your question. 

Q. Do you recall the weekly reports which were made 
i n your office? 
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A. Y es,. 

Q. Y . ou remember those? 

, A. -Y es. 

Q. Mqe I show you HI 7452, which will becoi e 
Prosecution Exhibit 2221. Do you recognize this as 
extracts fron these weekly reports of your office? 

A. "e did make such reports, yes. 

Q. How my assistant will come down beside you in 
order to help point out certain pages. I think we have 
already placed a few markers in there, in that photo- 
s tatic copy, in order to help you find those spots. 

How will you turn over to page 133 of the original, 
t hat is at page 2 of the English there, under the 
entry for the 22nd of June 1939; these is an entry which 
states that a certain conference took place about I. 0. 

plants at Lud wigsh afen and Oppau, and it says: 

• • 

"In view of the importance of most of the 
materials in defense, the I. C. will soon make prorosals 
concerning possibilities of storage, creation of new 
plants, and stockpiling, with estimates of costs and 
naming of suitable locations in the safe area." 

Do you know who from your staff dealt with I. 0. • 

concerning that matter, by looking at that entry? 

A. Y es. 

Q. '«*ho did that? 

A. I assume that Oberregierungsrat or Koreck 
attended this discussion. I don't know, I assume so. 

Dr. Koreck was our Chief Chemist, and usually conducted 
these discussions. 

Q. Did you personally visit Ludwigshafen or Oppau 
before the war broke out? 

A. Ho, but I believe I can say something about 
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this subject. 

Q. Well, I don*t have any doubt about that, but 
will you please wait for a question. Now v/ill you turn 
over to page 146 of the original. There is an entry for 
the 29th of April 1939, and under No. 2, your Honors, 
that is at the bottom of .page 3 of the English translation, 
there is a reference to stored materials which stages: 

"The gre ater cost arising because of the storage 
and replenishment of the fcocks will be borne by the 
Reich." 

That is referring to certain stocks which had 
been stockpiled before the so-called Czechoslovakia 
crisis.' What office of the Reich agreed to paying those 
add itional costs of storage which I. C. Farben entailed 
at the time? * Was that your office ? 

A« Ho# • 

Q. What office was it; do you know? 

A. I can only assuipe that the Reich iiinistry of 
Economics took over these costs, through the WIFO. 

Q. Kow will you please turn over to page 147 of 
the original — that is about the middle of page 4 of the' 
English translation — that is an entry under data of 
19 April 1939. I particularly call your attention to 
the ph r^se "mobilization schedule" and ask you if you 
h ad anything to do with the mobilization schedules for 
the Ludwigshafen plant in April of 1939? 

• 

DF.. KZD.'TLELER: (counsel for‘defendant V/urster) 

Hr. President, I just want to point out that it 

I 

is impossible for the Defense to follow the exhibit with 
tne aid of this copy of the document that we have been 
given because this copy does not contain all of the pas¬ 
sages that are being discussed. The Defense , therefore, 
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^Tter loo Icing at the complete m^cerial, to come back to 
this matter. 

TIE PRESIDENT: Do the Defense Counsel have a Ger¬ 
man copy ofthis document? 

IT.. SF RE CHER: There is one page rfnich apparently 

Iiad a part of an entry improperly placed, which is often 

true. I have given then English copies, and since the . 

doctor unders tands En&ish quite well, I think he will 

* 

be able to follow quite closely. 

THE PRESIDENT: Y.’e would like to avoid as much 
as possible, from this point on, having to liave recourse 
to the reconsideration of these matters. Don't hestitate. 
Dr. :i eintzeler, if you are having trouble in locating 
wliat the Prosecution is talking about, to lit errupt the 
proceedings. he would ratiior do it that way so that you 
know what is before the Tribunal. * Do you have the present 
entry in mind now? » 

DR. H EINTEELER: lir. Frosident, I have Just been 
given an English document . It is possible that this 
passage is in it. It was not in the one I had previously , 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. If you have any diffi¬ 
culty along that line, let us know and vre will bear with 
you until you find out what is before the Tribunal. / ' 

IiR. SFPECKER: 

Q. Do you remember our question after this long 
discussion? 

IKE PRESIDENT: I am 35 rry I don't. 

3Y O’,. SFKECJGR: 

C. Ik*, itness, I referred you to the phrase — 

In case there is any question, I believe the wit¬ 
ness recently used the word, "T/IFO", which has no relation 

oo "WIPO - , in case it did come across the translation that 
way. 
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THE PRESIDENT: How repeat your question, and we 
will start afresh. 

Kof you are talking about the entry of A? ril 19? 

'JR. SPREGER: Yes. 

THE :.1SSID2ST: All right. 

B1 ( nt. SPHSCER: 

Q. I pointed to the words, "Mobilization Schedules •' 
of Ludwigshafeh, and I asked you, witness, if you had 
anything to do with working upon mobilization schedules 
for Parben, in April 1939? 

A. It says here, "Conference of the Control Office 
Chemistry", this shows that the mobilization schedules did 
not go through the Gil., and not through the i/ehrmacht, 
but through a civilian agency under the Ministry of 
icononics, and this was the Control Office Chemistry. 
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3 Gercral, I Rent to cocc to jour distinction between amaaait 
end non-ermaccnt end between civilian end war in Jupt a aonent, B ut uy 
point is, somocno free your office was pro sent at this meeting. Was 
that ycu or was that senebody else? 

A lion. Ife Jrd twert-y-five such groups. It was iapos^blo for mo 
to have attorded such conferences. I was at the head of tho offleo, 

3 Wow, were you inforaod about tho transfer of parts plants 
froa ono place to another within Go many bocauso of military eponoraic 
problems? 


A Yes. 

Q Wore those natters taken up with you personally or cpuld jour 
subordinates handle tho transfer of e rccomcrdotion for having a factory 
transfer a plant out of the red area? Could thoy r»kc tho docision < 


without you? * ' 

A Yos. Uay I- explain this. 

Q W#U I»d Just liko to know whether or not your subordinate — 
THE PRESIDD/T: How, hr. Prosecutor, he is not roquired Jo rnswor 
arbitrerily yes or no. Ihcro is a qualification c« it and you wUl Have 
to dotomino whothor you wont to havo the quostion answered his way frr 
abandoned. 


UR. SPRECHER: Co ahead, hr. ‘tttixss. 

Q In 1939, thero still existed fer tfcstcm G orar . n y tho yo-oajjp# 
regulations for cconocic evacuation. That is tho Gera .in West Uall in 


1939 was not considered strong enough to hold out against any French 
attack. For the event of a French invasion of tho Saar and th« area of 
lud\dgshafcn we had considered already in peacetime what stops woro to 
bo taken and in pert these steps had already been carried out- so that 
in tn socrgency lament Ktejial, applies, to forth, c»'lJ b« 
fvra thlb Vrtfeuurt&bA A re ft to the airier #f 
Q Fow ~ 


A In tho course of these pifcparatiods thf High Cwunand o£ Vm 
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Hshroacht end tho l^ilitary Economy Staff issued general instructions to 
•rfv.t area and far whet factories such preparations were to bo nr.Jo. 

In August 1939 or at tho beginning of September 1939, after tho French 
declaration of war, this evacuation was put into operation. Ho oveuated 
tho Scar economically and of personnel. 

3 This is going a littlo too far. Porhaps if no turn to another 

• • 

ertry on 15 September 1938, at the bottoa of the pngo, wo can mako a. 
little acre progress. 

THE PRESIDa/T: Just a accent, in order to sa.vo any Airthor 
interruption boforo you ask your question , docs counsel for tho dofonso 

f f • 

ha.vo that entry now boforo you? V 0 ry well, ask your question. 

DR. tDFFlwJ&I: (For Aebroe, tor Loor and Ducrrfold) Ur. Frosidont, 
wo woro supposed to leave r.t ter. o’clock to a.ttond tho comission, but 
acy wo stcy and listen to this cross-oxraination, if the Tribunal 'till 
CXCUSO CO? 

TTC fRZSXDS.Tt The Coaaiaaionor’s hearing will .lust havo to bo 
delayed. TJo can undo rat end that they went to be ho re and arc entitled 
to bo horo. 

BY UR. SPHEOBBl 

Cj Tho entry for 15 September. It notes thero that tho trciafor 
of an othylchlorido plant ncs cede free Ludwigshafon to Schkopnu and thr.t 
that was ordered by the HSTB. 2 s that your offico? 

A Yos. B ut this was e military measure which was noccaa.-.ry 

so thr.t in tho ovont of war such a vital plant as an cthylchloridc plant 

• • 

might have its production guaranteed. 

* • • • 

Q How, witness, why did you decide on 15 Scptcnbor 1938, fiftoon 
days before tho liunich Pact, that that particular plant should bo moved 
to Central Romany? 

A This factory was no exception. There were general ovncua.tion 
preparations rfiich had been ordered far the “est and not just for tho 
Ludwigshafon Plant. The preparations were made on a broad basis. It ! s 
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* 

perhaps just an accident that we don't have any material about other 

• • _ * • 

fires, otherwise I could provo that this order was c general ono, not 
specifically for this factory. 

0 0 

Q 'loll, when did that order coax: out, in Scptecbor or was it 
later than 15 September 1938? 

A No, I worked on this preliminary work — the evacuation ordors 
given out by the General ^cff of tho -nay. I can't tell yew the exact 
date nhon thoso orders were isaicd. Tho evacuation orders wore part of 

tho so-called kob Plan Army. It ms quite independent of the political 

• . • 

• % 

developments. If it says hore: 15 Septoabor, that is Just c coincidento 

with a political tension. We had begun preparations for evacuation much 
cri-lior. Tho plans wero checked annually and nett plents woro includod 
in the list. 

Q Now, you mentioned the k'rauch Plan. Didn't your offico havo 
to carry out the actual oxocution of tho Krauch ^ en? ' 

A ’fculd you oind repeating tho question. 

9 'All, 1 will refer you to another entry under 15 Soptoabor. 

It's on pego 202 of the original. It's under another entry of 15 September, 
end it stntos thoro that tho Reich °ffico for Economic Dovolopmcnt 
emphasized that it will, exactly as hithorto, lor.vo the aipcrvi3ion.of 

tho construction to bo carriad out in tho course of tho speeded up plan 

* * . 

of Dy, Krr.uch on tho ono hand to tho **my Ordnance, and on tho othor hand 

• • 

to tho Military Sconcmic Staff. That is your offico. Did you personally 
have anything to do with helping to carry out this Krauch Plan? 

A No. 

0 m 

Q How, do jou recall with respect to Farbon whether or not 
thcro was a movement by your office in tho succor of 1939 to consolidate 
free ell tho various plants of Farben the various mobilization schedules 
for tho various auxiliary chemical materials — preliminary products? 

x Of course wo wore interested in the kob work being carried 
out according to cortain basic uniform principles in all tho Farben plants. 


12509 





Q Now, -r. I&tncss, you have mentioned you didn’t know what 
certain terms meant. I want to ask you if jou know what mother Cera 


there is an entry for 7 July and in tho fifth paragraph there is a 
reference to a letter free iM&JE (■'fohndrtachsfto-ftjastungsstab). What 


is a SH 9 plant? 

A SH 9 noons "Satssclheft" or Foldor 9. I 9301110 that this is 
folder 9 of the Hob Plen Aisnccnt. 


Q Mob it montions thoro — 

• • • * 

A And excuse me, folder 9, ea I recall it, is concerned with air 
raid protection of Goman industry during the war* end proportions to 
bo mado to that end during peacetine. 

1 That is all tho questions I will havo about that at tho momont. 

• • 

Now, witness, you nentlon that Germany's nrmnaent was one of an improssivo 

fa eado but that it did not have sufficient rcsorvo. Is it not truo that 

• • 

one of tho tactics which your offico, raeng others, worked out, v.s that 
tho rcsorvo behind tho inprossivo facade was to bo a thorough economic 
military propo.rrtion which would bo adaptable to tho changing roquircmonts 
once war began? 

A I said that wo had a very woll equipped WchrmacJ* which was 
quite prepared to wage war against Poland, and c dofonsivo war in tho 
• As st, but it was not in any position to wage any long drawn out war of 


material. Mo did have a good military cconcede organization, but wo 
did not hr.vo tho necessary component, on .the civilian side — 1 mean to 
say the establishment of civilian administration for war was only just 

s 

beginning end wo lacked especially the legislation regulating oconoray 


during wartime, tho so-called military economy regulation. This military 

economic regulation was not issued ct oil. It was to regulate all 
• \ 

competency in wartime. I boLieVo that there wore very great shortcomings 

in the civilian fidd which had a voiy bad effect when war broko out. 
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I was specking of the theory of your defense, behind tho 
Panzor, behind tho well organized anay, th"t could immediately wo^o 
blitzkrlog war, a- you put it. Wasn't it the thoory of tho Geman 
High Command, a theory appro-red by Goerlog, that your rosorvo was to be 
in the strength of your economic ailitary organization price to war? 

A. Ho. To wage a long war ono needed a material basis in addition 

§ 

to an adaptable organisation aid tho nccossary poople. What wo nooded 
was industrial organization nr 1 especially we lacked raw enterinis. 

At tho outbreak of war, hardly a third of tho rapid plan was ready. 

At tho outbreak of war, wo had a edacity of about 5,000 tons of guru 
powder, and If wo considor that tho Hindonburg P^an of 1916 providod 
for 16,000 tons of *gunpowdor per month, then what wo had at tho out¬ 
break of war in 1939 was only ono-third of that, and X can givo you 
as many examples as you liko, to show that tho notorial bonis , tho 
capacity of tho factories, did not exist. But, and this is much moro 
importtrt: Tho raw material basis did not oxist for a long war and 

this raw material basio can not bo croatod by any organization or by 

0 

any theory. It has to exist In nature. 

‘k How, Just along that lino I hnvo a question. What woo floor¬ 
ing's purpeso in connoction with tho rooronoent, in declaring that 
fowor firao voro to bo donoalnatod as so-callod araroont flrmr, os 
against row material preparation firao. Was it not bocauao you wore 
short cf tho lnteraodiato products and that thoroforo it was sonsoloss 
to doslgnato moro fires as areanont firms? Isn't that right7 
K Ho. • ,f. 

Q, What was his purposo? Lid ho want to roduco tho roarmanont? 

A, No. I may say tho following. 1.6. Far bon was not on arm ament 
concern. It did not fall undor this tors at all, not oven tho prelimin¬ 
ary products. There were only certain individual oxplosivos plants 
and so forth that woro considered in this oonnoction, but' thoy could 

not pro due o for export. Tho reason was that in the enso of machine 

* ^ 

factories, motor factories and so forth, which wore to bo dcclarod ornew 
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nont concerns they wore put under tho Vohrnacht and Wehxnacht ordoro 
got priority. But C-ooring was very auch interested in increasing oxports 
end I sa suro ho did not bclicro in 1938 that a war would break out tho 
next year. That is probably why ho cade this decision. 

Q, Wcro-you present when Gonoral Thooas had this conversation with 
Eoitei sc=oti»c in 1938 or 1939, which you nontionod on diroct-cxaninatiop? 
V««-o you thero? 

K There wore acvorol reports. I w\s prosont at ono. I cm l t soy 
oxactly. I bollovo it was tho siddlo of August. 

Mhat year? 

A. 1939. 

Q. Had fhonaa oror nndo any siailor roprosontations to Eoitol 
boforo that tine so far as you know? 

e 

A. Moro or loss, sinco tho beginning of tho Tour ToaxPlrn, 

Ihoans had again and again tried to conbat tho idoa that oven aftor 
tho Four Year Plan was put- into oxocution a World War o*uld bo wogod, and 
in his public speochos Th-ans, in coaoci''u* opposition to tho Tarty Lino, 
ropontodly said that «ron tho Jour Year Plan will not bring us autocracy. 

It will bring rcllof in getting our poacotiso supplies but it will not on. 
eblo u« to wago a war in which Germany will haro to live on hor o*n rol 
sourcos andwego war froo his own exiles, 

Q, You nontionod thattboro was a strong fooling among cortair. of 
your officors on tho Gomen High Conn and that at tho last mlnuto somo of 
thoso stops which you ornsidorod as political bluff'would bo rotroctod so 
that thoro would bo no trcublo. In connection with that I only wnntod 
to ask you as to what other steps you had in nind which waro fron lino 
to timo considered by you as political bluff. 

A. I didn't qulto understand what you ncan by your question. 

Q. You nontionod that you considered cor tain monsuros of tho Roich 
govonsnont end Hitlor ai political bluff, is that correct? ' 

A. C-oraan policy, wo tb-ught , by increasing tho prossuro on Poland, 
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was a bluff and that it was not backed up by a sorious dotornination 
to -ego war; wo woro of tho opinion that Hitler would decide at tho 
lost cinuto not to toko serious stops, but to bo sonslblo, and wo found 
tho justification for this assxsption in tho statoaonts which Hitlor 
hinsolf mado to us, and oocondly, in tho gcnoral information which wo 
got fron Koitol, This Infornatien was always liko this: "I ca-i assuro 
you definitely there will bo no war.* "You nny rest absolutely asaurod 
that thoro will bo no war,* And aftor Koltol on August 1939, had presontod 
tfco natorlal to Hitlor — tho natorial in which Tfcooas coeaparod tho 
C-ernon war potential with tho onoreous potontial of tho other powore, 
Hitler said, "I soo that tho othors aro strongor. But now that I hnvo 
tho pact with Bussia in ay pockot thoro won‘t bo any war. It is un-1 
nccossary for Th'^aas to worry.* 

Ky question was whothor or not thoro was nny other noauuroo 
of political bluff which you or Gonoral Th-oas roforrod to or wan that 
tho only tino you ebsorvod' any so-call od political bluff v 

THE PHESIIEHT: Just a n-'aont. Aro you spooking nf tho pres euro 
on Poland? 

MH. SPffiCKJit Too, opart free tho phaso you havo just uribod 
with roopoct to Poland, did you rogard any of tho othor politic*." 
noasuroo unpolitical bluff? 

A. Tho pressure on CrochoSlovakia in Soptaabor 1838 could porhaps 
also bo considorod bluff. 

Q, Voll, what about aftor tho Munich Pact and boforo tho occupa-! 
tion of Preguo in March 1939. Did you consider that thoro was any 
political bluff @?ing '•n then? 

A. Your question rofors to tho occupation of Prnguo? 

Q. Tho period just before that, yos. 

A. Tho Prague dOTolopccnt occurcd so fast that ono could hardly 
follow dovolopaonts, and the ocevpp.tion caao as such a surprise and with¬ 
out any big preparation th«t I hardly consider it bluff. 
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q, Witness, is it your tostlnony that Gorman tro^s hadn’t 
boon narchcd up to tl© Cxoch bordor nonths boforo March 1939? Thcro 
had been r.o troop concentrations there during January, February and 
March so far as you knew ~ is that your tostlnony? 

A. I ot not info mod about Goman oporations in the Spring of '39. 

MS. SPHSCHEH: Hew, Mr. Pros!dent, this witness would normally 
have to bo collod boforo tho conoissionor bocauso of mother if fidUvit, 
but I. think I can ask threo questions and avoid that no cos pity , if 
I nay. 

THE PHSSIEEirr: Will you bo ablo to concludo your cross-)uaa' na¬ 
tion by rocoso tioo? 

A. It's rathor difficult to toll the tino oxnctly by thnfc clock, 

THE PHSSIEEHTi Svpposc y u say if you are noar tho conclusion 
and wo will lot you go ahead ovor tho rocoss a nlnuto or We >r tfcroo 
If it is nocossary to ooncludo it, 

BY MS, SP RICHER! 

Witnoss, you havo givon an affidavit %hich is VrAUfit Jboaaont 
Huabor 148, Krauch Exhibit 197, concerning tho uso of prisoners or war 
in tho amanont industry and dealing with tho lottor of Co3hiu.l olxschnor, 
rod lator on you nontlon that you woro seoowhnt of ro oxport 'r. that 
fiold rod know soothing about it. How, I want to talk to yov just 
about tho general attitudo «f tho CBM and tho Goman attitude tofoed 
Intomational law, so far as you know it fron you own ianodinto ‘joI- 
ings with that natter during tho war itsolf. Isn't it truo that you 
yeursolf hoard froo C-onoral Th'=as on mo occasion, whon tho preprioty 
of a certain act urdor intomational 1 -h was raisod, that thoro woro 

• y\ 

no political objections to it f and that any objections basod on inter¬ 
national law wore not portincat for reasons detomined by tho nocosaity 
of war, 

THE PBESIflBR: Mr. Prosocutor. I can't sec that that quostien would 
bo calculntod to develop any fact whatever that -ould bo of any veiso 
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in resolving this caso, We arc trying individiual3 charged with 
specific crinos. It decs seen to no, personally, that that is ao 
far afield of anything that has any portlnonce hero* 

Q, Hr, Prosidont, nay wo havo the rocoss then. I will cono hack 
and road to you the provision freo his affidavit which I would soy is 
in point end I Just waatod to indicato to you that that is only pfO- 
lininary to tho final question. 

THE PBSSinOTt H avo you an extra copy of that affidavit yen could 
sond to us in chmbors so that wo would know what xs in it vUr.i do 
ccno back. Krauch Zxhibit 197 — is that ccrroct? . 

HR. SPEECHES: Tos, Krauch Exhibit 197, Hr. Prosidunk. rfhi-Ji is 
f'uad in Krauch Book Huabor 9 on pago — woll, it's traced. ifco’xtent 
Huabor 148 and it's indicated in the indox as boing abou’. 1X& W 

THE PRESIDE®: How, Is that tho ''nly oxhibit that v'.H b3 V.hi sub¬ 
ject of your prosont inquiry! 

KB. SPHECHEB: Yos. 

• • 

THE PRESIXE3T: Tory woll, tho Jribunal will tlso A» c Ua aorr.'ng 
rocoso # 
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THE rASSHAL: The tribunal is again in ad&sion. 

HR. SPHZCfcQ: hr. President, just before the recess I had put 
a question which *aa in connection with Kraucfc Docunent 148, Krnuch 

Exhibit 197, in view of the fact that the witness, in paragraph 3 

\ 

as well as in paragranh 2 of that affidavit, submits certain orinciploa 
which he believes correct concerning the amlieability of thd rules of lanfl 
wcrfare and the Geneva Convention, although the Geneva Convention ir.n't 
nenti>ned directly, 

THE PRESIDES?: I'n just wondering how .-interial the ngv* o. r this 
witness on questions of international lav nay be. La*- is law and ..-hat 
you or I night thick about it would not change the picirare The -nation 
is,just what is the law? 

HR. SrRLCHER: I can only agree with'your Eonor bit rty oof.nt is that 
this ouestlon is raised in connection with a certain practice in vhe 
nr. laments industry where this witness had cortr.in influence and the 
defense has seen fit to will this witness to talk not on?y about what 
■ his view of law le tut Aether or not the determination to tre«.t the 
K. A L. plants, the war essontl/l and vital plants, and "l-n*.t vital to 
the general economy, os agclnst those plants that wore designated ornaments 
plants vos correct, and in connection with any weight to b» cV«n to 
his testinony concerning the nature of that dellnltatioh, I th«rfc it 
would be —— 

THE PRESIDES?: Go ahead. Ask your ouestion. Yod hat' better repent 
the nuestion so that we get started with on understanding here. 

3Y HR. SPEECHES: 

q. Hr. Uitness, qy question to yxx is the following: In y-ur own 
experience in the Elgh Coaoand did it net earn to your attention during 
the course of your official duties that the question of international 
law was deternined by what was thought to be the necessity of war and 
any Political expedience that was involved? , 

A. Ve of the Wehrwirtschaftstab tried again and again to adher to tho 
principles which were laid down by international law end nnrt of those 
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oriBCiplee was also the enploynent of prisoners of war in ernanents 
plants, ^h* cacdnt of eroanents plant has not been defined by fnter- 
notiinal lav, She concept of vnr eouipnent hns also not been defined 
by international lav. We tried to represent the opinion that the 
Gerran standards for the concept of Aauitcent of war should also be 
applied to the treatnent or the enploynent of war prisoners in industry. 

y. Vltness, ve all have rend your affidavit by nov along this 
lihe, but I'a asking a rather specific ouestion; whether or not in 
your official dealings, when a ouestion of international lev caie up 
you didn't hear yourself that the question was not one of what Jut*r- 
aational lav really was. but rr.ther one to be deternined by the innediato 
necessities of war? 

A. No. * It vps our opinion that international law was *r.A»psndent 
of var nocessities as far as the var or the development of the itr had 
not rade the regulations of internntlJnal lav illusory anyhow, Ijl thnt 
respect I vant to aintion one case os example . after th. Afflict! .0 with 

e 

Prance had been concluded in the surr.er of 1940, Ooerirg AerjuiSed. thut 
the very large stocks of fuel oil located in Tunisia, North Africa, 
belonging to tbo Prench Navy and all the gasoline stocks flint * .sorted 
to nore than 100,000 tons at the lino, should'be turned over V 
Prench as war booty, Ve the QL'J held the opinion that the Hague 
Convention of Land Warfare and the Aruistice agree:.ent with Frrr.co did 
aot gire us any legal Justification to deaand the extradition of thoso 
stocks fra: the Trench, and Goerlng gave ua the reasons for his densand 
as being that the Italian fleet had only very United ar.ounts of fuel oil 
and that for the .'.oditerrenean «e needed this fuel oil very vitally. 
Although there vps a nilitnry and perhaps even a political necessity in 
that regard, the CKV at the tir.e was able to reject this danand of Goering 1 

by reference to international lav. 

• 
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Q N9n, in order to try to got to the point of this matter 
I would .like to show yai Document No. NI-135C9 which is Prosecution 
Sxhibit 2222. It is a lottor of the 12th of March 19U0 which is 
signed by yai, Mr. Witness. 

A Signed by no, sir. 

Q ten, I refer yai to the niddlo paragraph in the page 
particularly and I want you to quickly read through the nholo ;cu- 
nent, if you will, ploaso. * 

A Yos. 

% 

Q Non, Mr. Witnoss, does that rofrosh your recollection 

that General Keitel passod information to tho Wohrwirtschp fbestab, 

tho War Econaay Offico, which you, in turn, passed on to thj Hich 

# 

Cannand of tie Army, tho OJCH, concaming tho rolo of tho nocossity 

of war with respect to dotomining what international Inn w? 

% 

A I would liko to say that in that rospout, apparently, 
tho oxtonsion of oquipaont in plants is concerned with the Bcrbnoh 
Foundry in tho Saar area for on tho 1st of ’larch lylO vo wore net 
yet on Fronch territory. This can only concorn a OenMn plxi and 
this Burbach fomflry, as far as I can raio -bor, was situ.-.tad in tho 
front linos and was this, axposod to dostruction. 1 hnvo already 
nontionod beforo that in August and Souto .bor 1939 no had trancorrod 
to a great extent plants fron tho Saar aroa to tho roar areas. 

^ Just a nirxito, Witnoss; I think no can savo saao timo. . 
What question of international law could be involved if you aro only 
talking about Gorman plants? 

A In ny opinion, it coild have been only a German plant be¬ 
cause in Hrrchof 19li0 no noro not yet on rVench territory. 

Q Wo have other documents which aro already in evidence 
which will clarify that point. I have no further-questions. 

THK PRESIDENT: Ary further questions, counsel for tho Defense? 
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. SZDIRSCT EXAMINATION 

BY DR. HE3WTZELER (Counsel for defondant Ytorstcr): 

Q Witness, during cross examination by the prosocution you 

were shorm an oxtensivo document. That docimont was called an ox- 

_ % 

corpt froa tho weekly roports of tho Fdldwirtschaftsamt by tho 
prosocution for the tiao Juno 1930 to }'ay 19U0. Has thoro a Fold- 
vrirtschaftsc it already at that tiao? 

A No. I alroady emphasized that tho Foldwirtschaftsant ' 
emanated *fran tho Hohnrirtschaftsstab. In 19Ui tho Hohrrrlrtaohafts- 
stab was rorvuod sinco Mini a tor Spoor took ovor all amaaonts ques¬ 
tions in tho OICT. 

Q When looking through thoso documents, witnoss, did you 
notico that practically all of tho entries and roports in that docu¬ 
ment arc o a llod drafts and that thqy don't boar any signature? liay 
I hand you tho document onco ooro? Hay I.ask you ploaso, witnoss, 
to answor ny quostion? • .* 

A This is not a final wookly report to vihich ono can 
attach importance hit thoso aro drafts by oxports from tho Raw 
-tutorials Dopartnont 3 of tiio Raw i into rials Division and this draft 
of Department 3 was first sent to tho Dopr.rtiioi.’. Chief who Jssuod 
it. Froquor.zly, wo cade changes in thoso drafts and this was dono 
beccuso tho exports in quostion who wore working only on tho limitod 
doal of their own knowlodgo could not soo tho largo sealo connections 
and this perhaps croatod the wrong picture; and scaothir* olso I want 
to aaphasizo; ho might incorrectly represent the ccnpotcncios and 
jurisdictions of his field of work and this ho also sanotinos usod 
wrong oxprossions. 

•* * 

Q In thoso drafts conferences aro mentioned froquontly 
which wore hold with other agoncies or with firas. Can you soo from 
thoso drafts who participated on behalf of the a my, the ^ehraacht, 
and the Ifehrwirtschafts agoncies in thoso conferences? I nay remark 
that in the explanation to this document the prosocution has pointed 
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out that thoeo documents allegedly show that loading officials of 

military economy paid visits to LuArigshafen and Oppau, for instanco. 

• . 

IS. SPRECfSH: Now, just a aimto; Mr. President, I think 

that that is i very unfortuneto question. This is a document which 

wo wore going to havo in air rebuttal book for obvious reasons but 

it also oano in very handly hero Airing cross e xam i n ation. Now, it 

hasn't ovon boon presented and as a favor wo havo givon counsel the 

• » 

index to havo that before this document as woll os its sister docu¬ 
ments in this document book aro presented, avA as c preliminary pert 
of his quostion 3000 of our index to our document is road. It scons 
to mo it is not only highly suggestive tut also highly erguaonta-. 
tivo. Ho can call for the facts. 

THE PRESIDENT: That objoction is woll takon and is sus¬ 
tained. 

Q Thon I would liko to rephraso ny quostion. From tho ro- 
ports you voro submittod can ycu soo in do tail vho participated in 
what conforonoos? 

A Jf tho dopirfctont chief participated in a:jy conforonco 
it waild havo to bo rocognizablo froo tho report or from tho diary. 

In general it was custcnary if tho dopartnait chief participated 
in a conforonco that that was so notod in tho roport. 

Q Thon you aro of tho opinion that if such a note is not 
in tho roport — 

A Thon only tho oxpqrt was in charge of the conforonco. 

Q Did I understand you corroctly in cross examination 
that your answer was that, apart from only f act exceptions, tho 
mobilisation quostion for tho Farbon plants wore not wrkod on by 
your agency bat the Reich Ministry of Econaaics or tho Control Office 
Chemistry? 

*• 

A The mobilization of the chemical inAistry was handlod 
by the Reich Control Offico Chemistry or regionally it was handled 
by tho so-called Fuchrungsstab Tfirtschaft which wore transformed 
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whon tho war brcke out into tho Landeswirt3chaftsamt, Regional 
Eooncray Office. 

Q Hcxild you then novortheiess consider the reports sub¬ 
mitted to yoi as a complete course for developing tho mobilisation 
questions in view of tho largo amount of Farbon plants? 

A I cannot answer that quostion. 

Q Then I want to ask yax particularly with roforonce to 
tho Farbon '.udwigshafcn-Oppau plant. Do you knar/ whothor tho plant 
loador of thrt plant. Dr. Ttorstor, at any tino participated in a 
conference atxxit mobilisation and s i mil a r quostions in your agency? 

A Ho. 

Q Did you know Dr. Wirstor pnrsonally? 

A Ho. 

Q Do you know that tho Farbon plants in Ludwigshafon-Oppau 
in 1939, whon tho war broko out, had no obligatory mobilisation 
production plans? . 

A Ho. - 

Q How an I to understand your answer? 

A I do not know whothor thoy lied n mobilisation plan and 
hew far thoir work had progrossod. 

Q Ihori I have c final question. Tho prosocutor pointed 
out variais passages from thoso reports, in particular thoso which 
dealt with questions of shifting and transferrin plants and stocks 
from endangered territories. I want to ask you for something you 
shCTild know from your expert knowledge. Could tho plant loador of 
a plant in this danger zono conclude from thoso measures or con¬ 
siderations of tho authorities that Hitler intondod to wage a war 
of aggression? I aaphasizo tho words "war of aggrossion". 
tc No. 

THE PRESIDENT: That answer may be considered cut if you 
wish to make tho objection. • 

SPR2CSR: It seems to me that the question was improper 
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in the nature of its forcation. 

TfiE PRESIDENT: Woll, that objection is overruled. Go ahead. 
The answer is in now. 

DH. 'EINTZELERi Then I have no further questions. 

I 

\ 
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El DR. HOFFMANN (Counsel for defendant Ambros): 

Q. Witness, in Exhibit 2221, the Farben plants are mentioned re¬ 
peatedly. Witness, what i«juld you have done if to ono of your requests 
where you expressed a certain demand or desiro cbout certain fields in 
oconoay, any representative of Farben hed answered: "I ea not going to 

attend such a conference"? The question is first: would it have been 
\ * % 
possible; would that have been possible ct all, conceivable? 

A. It w>uld have been possible, it is true, but it never happen¬ 
ed in practice. If we invited :*oprescnta.tivos of largo German indus¬ 
try to attend a conference, then I never experienced it that any German 
firm would havo tried to got out of suoh a request, 

Q. My next question is thic: in your opinion, was thoro any rea¬ 
son at all to try to e^uie such a quostion or not comply with such a ro- 

juest?’ 

A. No,, fbr thoso demands and requests tV*. we mtdo to Gorman in¬ 
dustry we regarded as boing .completely within the limits of what was lo- 

S * 

tally permitted and nocessary from the point of view of homo dofonso. 

Q. What do you moan when you niy within tho limits of what was 
logally permitted? 

A. That wo were pormitted and had the right to nobilizo our forcoe 
within Goroany for tho purposes of home dofenso, nationsl dofonse- 

Q. You said that "wo had tho right." To what extant do you con¬ 
sider yoursolf an authority that had the right to underta*o such action? 

A. Since we wore in the OKW we had tho exclusive task to take care 
of national defense and within tho scope of thoso duties wo also hnd to 
call in Gorman industry to take thoso measures which we considered nec- 
essary in the intorosts of national defense. By iaw we were appointed 
tho supreme agency for national defense. 

Q. Then you never had the Ids.-., Mr. Witness, that anybody in Gor¬ 
man industry could oppose the deaaTCu that you had to make. 

A. No, I never had those ideas arid I nay supplement that during the 


13523 


5 !fey-!l-MA-10-2-Priaeau (Int.Katz) 
COURT 71, CASS VI 


years preceding 1933 it was different. At that time, and I experienced 
it myself during a conference, which the then Oberst von Blomberg had 
with Herrn von Bohlen ia Villa Huegel in 1927 or 1928 the firm of Krupp 
rejected developing certain guns which were not admissible under t’ 3 
Versailles Treaty. That was possible until 1933 and I believe that I 
can remember that demands that were made at that time to I. G. Farben 
were rejected by the Vorstand with roferer.ee to the Versailles Treaty 
and we were forced at the time — that is, we from tho Wehrmacht were 
forced at the time — to build up, to construct, plants on our own in¬ 
itiative because German industry refused to violate the Versailles 
Treaty in any way. I have boon in tho OKW sinco 1927 and, therefore, I 
am sooowha.t informed about armaments questions. 

Q. And why did that change? 

A. It changed in the course of the years after 1933 on an ovor- 
increasing scale. I didn't investigate tho international logal Juatl- 
ficAtion for this chftngo. hhothor wo wore justified at tho timo I 
wasn't concerned with bocause I wes only a captain, but German legisla¬ 
tion demanded this attitudo from German industry «nd thus industry was 
forced to comply with the demands. 

THIS PRESIDENT: Gentlemen, are you all done with this witness? Ap¬ 
parently, you aro. Just a moment, please. Then, Mr. '.fitness, you aro 
excused freo further attendance and tho Marshrl will escort you from tho 
box. 

Dr. Boettchor, ere you ready to resumo? Have you anything further? 

DR. BOETTCHER: Mr. President, ny presentation of documents has boon 
concluded in ell respects. 

THE PRESIDENT: What do you know about Dr. Giorlichs? 

DR. BOETTCHER: I heard that he was in tho building—Dr. Gierlichs. 

I am just being told that he is conducting cross examination before tho 
commissioner. 

THE PRESIDENT: It looks like wo are getting in competition with our 

• \ 
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commissioner about here this noraing. 

i£R. SPRECHERt' Mr. President, the coaaissionor hearing has been 
delayed up until now because of the testimony of the lest witness and 
I understand from Mr. Aachen that the witness in which Dr. Gierlichs 
is interested cannot cose on possibly until this afternoon since the 
hearing has been postponed this ouch. 

THE PRESIDENT: Do you think otherwise Dr. Gierlichs is ready to 
presont his books. Dr. Boettchor? 

DR. BOETTCHER: I don't know that, Mr. President, but I am pro- . 
pared to find out froa Dr. Gierlichs ay self. 

DR. SILCHER: (Counsel for defondant von Kniorieo): Ur. Prosidont, 

^ • 

I could now present the remaining documents for Dr. von Knieriora, 

THE PRESIDENT: How, gentlemen, tho defense counsel aro pretty 

well represented hero. On our agenda we had next in order the proson- 
% 

tation by Dr. Giorlichs. Of courso, if he is tiod up with tho commis¬ 
sioner's hearing that is anpthor nettor and then wo did have following 
that an order for what we havo fallon into tho habit of calling "loose 
orris" for practically all of tho defendants starting with Dr. Kuohno, 
followed by Dr. Buorgln and so forth and so forth. 

How, tho Tribunal is not so nuch concerned about that order with 
respect to which you have already been advised as wo aro about tho pos¬ 
sibility that if wo depart from the ordor end t eko up mattors odt of 

r 

order we will be embarrassed from timo to tioo by soooono stating: "I 
wasn't expecting to bo up until tomorrow or lator this afternoon. I 
an Just not now situated to go along." 

If wo nay have an understanding that wo shall follow that ordor as 
ouch as is practical end that other counsol will be ready to go along 
in the event wo havo to depart from that order, it is entirely satisfac¬ 
tory trith us. It is core a matter of an understanding with you that wo 
are most concerned about* , 

Did anyone undertake to find out how Dr. Giorlichs is situated? 
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Haa anybody been down to see whether he is engaged? 

DR. BACHEU: Ur. President, I just sent soneone to Dr. Gierlichs' 
office and I will have news froa hie in five minutes. Perhaps he him¬ 
self will coco, 

THE PRESIDENTS Very well; the Tribunal will rise for five min¬ 
utes and we will wait and see if m can get Gierlichs here and get 
that matter out of the way or, at least, an understanding ebout it, and 
then we will take up the others. 

The Tribunal will rise. 

(A recoss was taicen.) 
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THE The Tribunal i3 a^;.in in session. 

4 / ' 

Wl. SPECHER: :.7iilo therj is an interruption I just Bi^ht say 
to Tour Honors end Defense counsel that the third rebuttal bo'k, in 
both I nclish and Goman, his been distributed. The Defense copies ere 
available in the Doforjso Center, and, if-Your Honors desire, wt can 
spend about three minutes with that book at one-thirty this afternoon. 

TKP P3-SIDC.7: Very roll. 

Dr. Cierlichs, the Tribunal is a bit at loss to understand why 
you cannrt be at two places at the saw tine this nerninp. What in 

t 

your situation with reference to ycur presontation, Dr. Giorlichs? 

Aro yiu tied u? with tho Ceosdasiooer? 

Do. OIEFJ.ICHS: Ho, ».r. Pnjsidont, the examination of tho Dufon. * 

witness Dr, Schsi.lt has boon postponed to this afternoon, and I now can 

present the D*G that arc still missing. * 

m P«*SIDf.NT: Very well. 

• / 

. Ki. OI'WJClKs Ml of tho documents to ) M pr.scntod are in DAO 
Document Book 3. 

Tlfc PP'^ICFJrrt You eo ahead, Dr. Oicrlichs. I think I am short 
a book; I will ask the Paso to go to sy office and see if ho can fini 
ay DAO Book 3, if he will. I can make a nemnranduo in the aoantlao 
so as not tc dolay you • 

DK. OIFHLICHS: tt\G Document Wo. 28-which is to become Dcfqiso 

% 

Exhibit Wo. 160, is an affidavit of 19 Kirch 1?1|8 from Dr. Hudolf Schmidt 
In agreement with Mr. Spricher, at this tina I want to clarify for tho 
record that as far as the Prosecution wants to cross-oxanino witnesses 

about the DAG questions, the documents of this third vdfccurwnt bo.* for 

• * ^ 

D/iG w**rc 3ado available to the Prosecution in time so that the ernss- 
examinatiin about those documents has already been extended to these 
dccurtnts, although they were not yet before the THbunal at tho time 
as evidence.- 

ns DiO Bocunont Mo. 29, which will boccne Defense Exhibit 161, I offer 
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an affidavit -tteU 2h Pebruaxy 19u6 by certified Heinrich 

Schiiuller, in which the affiant rives information in detail «ib'*ut Ilia 
technical kn.wrlo^e in the field of pcirier and explosives production. 

In that connection, nay l clarify for the record that in the ( c ase 
of thid affidavit it is tho a ffictovit, tho introduction of which the 
Tribunal at the tine su« jested when the first two document honks DAO 
were effared, when wo had heard discussions about the oxpertness of the 
witness Schindler, to sake his affidavit Df.O Ho. 12, 13-1 and 13-2. 

«s Dad. Document 30, Defense Exhibit No. 162, I offor an a ffi-Livit 
of Front Anton Giorlichs doted 19 March r.WliB ab'.-t the *'r<-socution 
Exhibit 19lil. 

DAO D^cunrnt .31, which is Defense Exhibit 163, ia an affidavit of 
Diplovi En^ineor Schindler dated 2U February, 19L0 where he states that 
DAO hod. their own Voraittlungsstollo, their mm Liaison Agency fcnrt thnt 

a 

they did not use the Vcmittlunjisstello of Fij-b«n. 

DAG Docunont 32, Dcfonso Exhibit 16L, will bo anoU.er affidavit dated 
25 M-irch 1 ?UQ about tho Prosecution Exhibit 1937. D*0 Document 33, 

Defense Exhibit 165 ia anothor affidavit of Schindler on Prosecution 

Exhibit 1937. 

EM* Docuaent 3U, which will buccno Defense Exhibit 166 , is an 
affi«*.vit of Friedrich Duohrlng dr.to.* 25 March 19L6 deaUnc with 
^roeecution Exhibit 19W>. The last DAO document, 35» will became 
Defense Exhibit 167. This is an affidavit of Wnldemar von Huensch dated 
13 March 19 

I'iy I draw your Honors particular attention to this affidavit which 
gees bey end *-hc questions dealt with under tho concept of DAG, and it 
is of/morel si<TXificancc because it denis exhaustively with tho 
reaftattens abcut -»hservinf sccrccy in G-miny and with the practical 
effects of those regulations in repan 1 to. the degree to which industry 
was infrjncd about events that wore to be kept socrct. The particular 
expert knowledge of this witness can be soon freo the fact that from 1935 
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until 1916 h»*ns t be chief of a department of tho OKW wiiiqh was thn sole 
agency in Germany for rendering an expert opinion to -courts and other 
agencies in dealing with the objective determination Mother a certain 
act or onntission hod, in effect, constitute?] a violation of secrecy 
regulations or net. nftcr a detailed description of the legal basis-of 
tho socrccy regulations and thoir pr/ ctical application the witness 
oakes the following statement in conclusion: "On the basis of my 
knowlalga of tho above-e»nti<-ncd prohluns, I consider, it impossible 
that tic Vorstand ->f a big enterprise like tho I.G. Farben industry A.O. 
received detailed iiifomatien about proceedings witliin subsidiary and'- 
tertiary cce^anios 4iich were under tho socrecy protection becauso * 

w . 

military offices had an interest *in those cn^wmles, as this would 
have bean a violation of tho regulations governing secrecy. The sum 
applies also to tho proceedings within tho coopanlos thetas cl v.,s, 
becauso* nlrea^ mentioned the individual rwjbora ->f tho Vorstand 
were |■omitted to talk\to their colleagues about ooasurcs which had 
to bo kopt secret only if those colleagues too had to bo interpolated in 
thoir official capacity in the carrying out of those measures. 

lhls point of view alone governed tho extent of informing incivi- 

dual persons, but n»t obligations which resulted from other aspects, 

ouch as, for, instance, the directives in connection with privileper 

obtmined fr<» possession of shares which were contalnod in the business 

rogulatirns of tho Vorstand or tho Aufsichtsrat, or similar direct- 
% • 

Ives, as tho regulations governing secrecy wuro. superior.to all .d.her 
regulations•" 

T ' )C autrdssion of this document, hr. President, concludes tho Qr.G 
ovidwea that was still outstanding. 

C". SnCiSRx ^r. President, I have boon asked at first to tell you 
that Dr. Kuohne, who would really b< first in sequencea sks to 
have bis submission postponed because of.change in his program, and I, 
therefore, ask that Document B^k 5 fer Dr. von Knicricm be taken up. 
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• • 

JDDGS HE3ERT: Just * einuUi Ai the President has directed, tho 

Tribunal has no objection to N deputing fit*, the or dor which we have 

established, if other counsel for Defense do not object, Bo arc, howevor, 

under the order of faiaiixss, which as it was previously indicated, that 

» • 
tho documents should ocrcly be given their mobers end Priced irto ovidonco. 

Now^docs cnywo object to Dr. Silchor proceeding at this tiro? Counsel 

for Dr. Buergin wodd bo next in tho order ... 

You gentlemen defer? -ell, then proceed.. Dr. Silchor, that will 
bo ell right. 

hov/, would you state whet books aro roquirod for your prbsontetion? 
DR. SII£H£R: Book 5, end Book 4. ' 

HtESIDSn: Just r neaent. Dr. Silchor, until wo get 
straightened out on our book.-. Tho books ere- comparatively smell; wo don't 
objoct to that but it doom take a little tiao, sonatinas, to find whr.t 

ero looking for hero. 

% 

JUDGE HEBERT: There -seems to bo one book nissing, but no '111 

procood. Dr. Silchor, end make notes. 

_ • 

DR. SII£HER: Yes, Your Honor. Tho first document will bo fTcra 
Book 5. I offor Docuacnt 30 r.s von Kniorioa Exhibit Ho. 28. Document 
31 'dll become Exhihit 29. Docunmt 32 will bocoao &chibit 30. 

I roust ask n question about tho next dacuacnt. This is c docunont 
which has already been submitted as Dr. Buotofisch's exhibit, and in order 
not to burdon tho record and in order to simplify natters technically, 

I did not incorporate that document in my Book again. It is only referred 
to in the indox thon. 

THE PRESXDBfT: Voiy well. 

DR. SILCHER: In that connection I kept in’mini the ruling of 

the Tribunal that in tho dofonso of cno defendant ono night refer to any 

• & $ 

exhibit froa any of tho other defendants. I don't know, however, whothcr 

in this ease Your Honors would not rather desire for no to supply tho von 
• • • 

Kni erica exhibit nuaber to this docuacnt as well. 

PRESIDENT: This will not be necessary.. Me have followed tho 
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practice where you have the document in the book; then we have given it 
your o;;n number. But hero the document is in evidence and you have only 
on index reference to it, so you nay colt giving it a nuabor. It is 

• 

b oforc us. 

DR. SILCHSR: Yes, Your Honor. Then I ask thet this listing in tho 

index be considered only as a reference for tho von K nierlem defenso. 

• • 0 

Docucent 33 Hill beccco Exhibit 31. The next document is Ho. 38,' 
e suppled ait to Book 5. 

THE PRZSIDSrT: Just a accent now ... Very well. 

DR. SILCHER: This will bocooc Exhibit 32. 

* 

Tho next is a group of documents which wore sutedttod in tho treatment 
of the gonorrl subject "Responsibility of tho Vorstand." I an off- ring 
these as general dofenso exhibits. The first of these documents is in 
Book U for von Xnierica. Knierioa Docucent 27 submitted for 
identification as ^niorlm Exhibit 26 . I offer that as Dofenso Exhibit 
No. 168. 

THE PRESEDEff: Now, you had better withdraw that document as von 
Kniorioc Exhibit 26 for identification and ro-offor it as Dofenso Exhibit ... 
DA. SILCHEA: 168. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. It will be so ordered. 

DR. SILCHER? Knierioa Docucent 28 has been submitted as Kniorlom 
Exhibit 27 for identification. I withdraw it os such and ro-offer it as 
Defenso Exhibit 169. 

% 

'Jo now turn back to Book 5. 


; 

/ 


13531 



5 May-U-NW-13-l-Ha Stewart (Int.Katz) 
COURT VI. CASE VI 


We turn now to Book 5, Document 3U, Defense Exhibit 170; Document 


35 will becooo Defense Exhibit 171 


The next document is again only a reference in tho Indox to a doc¬ 
ument already submitted, end not contained in this book. 

Document 36, however, will become Defense Exhibit 172. ' 


Document 37, will become Dofcnse Exhibit, 173; 

This concludes the submission of the remaining Krneriea documents 


and the documents about the subject natter. "Responsibility of the Vor- 


stand"* 


DR. SCHUBERT: (Counsel for the defondant Buersrn): Ur, President 


THE PRESIDENT: Tell u» what *** you havp, so wo can segregate 
thorn here* 

DR. SCHtBERT: President I have to m-boJt uy Docuaont Book 7 

that has been v-nslatod for quite semo tine ahd should bo beforo Your 
Honors. <* hare Docu^nt Book 8 with r few refining documents, 
..nich Judge yerrlll approved. That Document Book is still being trans¬ 
lated. I have the exhibits with no, and could turn thorn over to Your 
Honors and supply the proper numbers. 

THE PRESIDENT: Do you have them in English? 

BR. SCHUBERT: I do not hove them in English, unfortunately, Jr. 
President, bocausu the translation has not been conploted. 

JlfcGE HEBERT: Pr. Schubert, I believe tho Tribunal would prefer 
if you proceed with t he docuaents which are available first in tho pro¬ 
cessed form with us and then to consider all of these documents which 
are in the process of completion, - that is translation and mimeograph¬ 
ing, - in one category just a little bit lotor. So perhaps if you would 
defer your Book 8 and present your Book 7 now, then we will revert to 
your order of business a little bit later. 
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Docuaent 98 will beccee Exhibit 81; 

Document 93 will beccoe Exhibit 92; 

Docuoent 97 will becooe Exhibit 93; 

Document 84 will beccoe Exhibit 84; 

Docuaent 92 will become Exhibit 85; 

Document 91 will becooe Exhibit 86; 

Docuaont 89 will beccce Exhibit 87; 

THE PRESIDENT: Just e oocent, doctor. Ie thet tho affidavit of 
Major Ball? 

DR. SCHUBERT: That ia Exhibit 84; that ia tho affidavit of Major 

Ball. 

, THE PRESIDENT: Did you Junp a page? 

DR. SCHUBERT: That ia on pago 2 of tho Index, md is 14 to 16 of 
the book. 

THE PRESIDENT: I have two pagea alike in ay bookj I will Just 
tear one out. 

DR. SCHUBERT: I have Just offored Docuoent 89 aa Exhibit 87, 

Now ccees Docuaent 88 which will becooe Exhibit 88; 

Tho next ia Docuoent 95 which will bccoao Exhibit 89; 

Document 83 will becooe Exhibit 90; 

Document 94 will becoaoNSchlbit 91; 

Docuoent 99 will become Exhibit 92; 

The next docuaent nusfcer, 90, I aa not gjing to offer in this Doc¬ 
uaent Book. The affidavit that ia hero contained, of a French foreign 
worker, has a small mistake in its forn, because tho introduction was 
not in keeping with the ruling of tho Tribunal. Thorofore I again re¬ 
quested that the affiant make a new affidavit with a proper introduc¬ 
tion, and have incorporated that affidavit, with tho sane text in ay 
Document Book 8, in the {roper fora. I shall submit it later, togeth¬ 
er with the docunents in Book 8. The last Docuaont is 85. This will bo- 
cooc Exhibit 93. This concludes tho presentation of docuaent froc Book 
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x * *. 

7, and I shell take the liberty of presenting book 8 when it comos beck 
frocn translation. I ea info rood that in view of various difficulties 
and the piling up of various document books, tho translation brant . has 

t 

some difficulty, and that the translation department is ©sing to got in 
touch with Your Honors, , • . 

JUDGE HEBERT: Just one oooent, Dr.- Schubert. Dr. Schubert, it may 
not be possible to wait until the docuoents are coapletoly procossod for 
their introduction, but we will advise you concerning that so if you 
would’ step aside now we will proceed with tho other documents which aro 
available. 

DR. PLABCHSMER: (Counsel for the defendant Buetofisch): Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, first I want to tako up those documents that I offored only for 
identification for technical reasons at tho time, and offor them now 
into evidenco properly. 

Those docuoents wre Bustcfisch Ho. 4, which was given Exhibit NO. 

mi . 

Buetofisch Document 313, which was given Exhibit No. 1% at t:o 
tine; and which w»s in tho appendix of Document Book 8. It was Euote- 

fisch Docunent 270, which tore Exhibit Number 121, and which was in ap- 

• • 

4 

pondix to Book 8 of cy document books. 

In tho appendix of Book 8, of tho Buetofisch Document books, thoro 

• • 

was Buetofisch Document 179 which I offor as Exhibit 245, and in the 
same appendix of Book 8 thoro is Buetofisch Document 315, which will bo 
given Exhibit No. 2,8. 

Those aro all of thoso documents presented to tho Tribunal at tho 
time. On tho 5th of April I offores two supplemental Document book 
which I assumo aro before your Honors now. In the first supplementary 
book I shall begin with Buetofisch Document 320. This is an affidavit 
of Dr. Henning, which will become Exhibit 247. 

tho next document, Buotofisch 318, an affidavit of Dr. Wustrow, will 
bo given Exhibit No. 248; 


The next, Buetofisch Document 316, an affidavit of Dr. Pier, -will 
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The next document is Buetefisch 331, an affidavit of Heinrich Buet 
fisch will become Exhibit 250: 


The following document, Buetefisch No. 328, an affidavit of Wilhelm 
Bachnayer, will beccee Exhibit 251. 

The next tfacuaent, Buetefisch 253, will becoae Exhibit 252. It is 
an affidavit of H&na Kehrl* 

Then Buetefisch Document 168, en affidavit of Hildogard Kuntzo, will 
become Exhibit 253. 

Buetefisch Docucont 178, an affidavit of Giesen will be given Exhib¬ 
it No. 254. 

Buotofisch Document 332, an affidavit of Paul Ploigor, will bo Ex-- . 

Mbit.255* 

• • I 

Buetefisch Document Ifa. 211, an excerpt from tho Corporation Law 


will become Exhibit 256. 


Buotefisch Jfo. 212, a commentary on tho Corporation Law, with com¬ 
ments of Gedow, and others, will bo coma Exhibit 257. 

Buotofisch 213, again en excerpt from tho Corporation Lew will be¬ 
come Exhibit 258. 


Buotofisch Ho. 214, is an excerpt from an articlo about tho incor¬ 
poration of enterprises according to new Corporation Law. This will bo- 
coco Exhibit 259. 


Buotefisch No. 215, a part of an excerpt freo oooaontarios on Cor¬ 
poration Law will becoae Exhibit 260. 


Buotofisch 216 is a coaecntery of tho well-known Corporation la.wyor 
Waltor Schmidt, ebout the incorporation of new enterprises according to 
tho now Corporation Law, end will bocoao Exhibit 261. 

* 

Buetefisch* 217 is *cn excerpt from tho law concerning Limited Liabil¬ 
ity Companies. This will become Exhibit 262. 


Buetefisch 309 will be an affidavit of Dr. Silcher. This affidavit 


5 ltoy-M-MK-13-5-Ha Stuart (lot.Katz) 
COURT 71, CASE VI 


Buetofisch 317 is an affidavit of a certain Dr. von Kuhn; it will 
be com Exhibit ffo. 264. 

Buetofisch Document 330 is an affidavit of Dr. Schaumburg; this 
wiU become Exhibit No. 265; 

Buetofisch Document 319 is an affidavit of Dr. Reinigos. This will 
become Exhibit 266. 

Buetofisch Document 327 is an affidavit of BarOn von Schroeder. I 
ask that this be accepted as Exhibit No. 267. 

o 

Buetofisch-Document 333 is an affidavit of.Dr. Hermann. Thii'l 
offer as Exhibit 265. 


This is the supplementary— 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Borndt, it is time for lunch; wo will rise 

^till.30. 


U/V- 


(Tribunal is recess until 1330^ h^irs) 


-vs*. .— 
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THE MARSHAL: 


DR. FL.SSCHNER: (Counsel for Buetefisch): Mr. Prosident, tho sec¬ 
ond supplementary volume has only a few (tocuaer.ts in it which I ihtend 


to submit. The first is document 32, a Hoepke affidavit 
THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Flaeschner let 


ask you. Wo said something 
this morning about allowing tho Prosecution to offer some of its rebut¬ 
tal. Is there any reason why you cannot wait, Mr. Sprecher, until 
counsel is through? 


THE PRESIDENT: Thon you may go ahoad. Dr. Flaechsnor. 

DR. FLAECHSNER: This Docuaont 329 is offered i a Exhibit 269. 

Tho next docuoont is Buetefisch 322, a Stroobock affidavit, which 
will become Exhibit fto. 270.. 


Tho next document, 334, a Hrppe affidavit, is offered as Exhibit 


The next is a Steinlo affidavit, Buetefisch 321. That will bo Ex- 


The last document in this book is an affidavit by Comollus, Buote 
fisch 335. This will be Exhibit 273. 

This concludes the presentation of the documents *iich X handed in 
before tho 5th of April for processing. ^ ' ' 


How, Mr. President, on the 3rdj>f _M*y, I handed in some supplemon- 
documents concerning those '.<5jcuaentS'W^pb/tho Prosecution put to 
ient in cross-examination* or offered during ^hc cross-examination 


of witnesses and affiants. Thp. originals 

t ® 

bunal, as I learned today. X believo tho 


hands of the Tri 
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Counsel, that the Tribunal has doared for processing, all of the docu¬ 
ments that have been submitted through the offico of Judge Merrill. 

They have been approved for processing. It is our (fesiro now to go on 
through all of the documents that are available, md that applies to 
documents for the Prosecution and Defense alike, - and assign numbers 
to then. It tho tine wo have conpletcd that we will have something to 
say to you about documents that havo not yet come in. He will probably 
do that before the day is over, but we will take care of that matter at 
that tiao. It will bo taken care of in the general announcement that 
wo will cake respecting documents that are not processed which we pro¬ 
pose to mako when we have coepleted this call, and roceive thoso docu¬ 
ments in evidenco that are already available. 

DR. FL.ECHSN2R: Then, Ur. President, nay I ask that tho remaining 

documents may be introduced, that is, one document, Buotofisch 344, a 
Wuerth affidavit, which I offor — 

THE PRESIDE.**!: Mow Just a moment, Doctor, until we find out whether 
wo havo that document. Has that boon processod and distributed. 

DR. PUBCHSNRi I believe not, Ur. President. I handed it in only 
on Monday. 

THE PRESIDENT: Vory well then. Just lot thrt mattor pass until 
later this afternoon end wo will call up tho subject of ell unprocossod 
documents. 

Now if we nay depart from tho regular procedure wo will permit tho 
Prosecution at this timo to offer what rebuttal documents it has avail¬ 
able. 

Is that your Book 94 now Mr. Sprochor? 

MR. ffRECHER: Tos, Hr. President. 

THE PRESIDENT: Just a noaent, until wc locate tho book. We are 
ready Mr. Sprechor, rtienever you are ready. 

DR. RUDOLPH DIX: I have just been informed that this Book 94 is 
rvot available to the Defense counsol. 
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UR. SPRSCHER: Ur. President, I think it is possibly, because of a 
lack in the administration, the docuoent book was delivered to the De¬ 
fense Center this morning by 10:30, and I am certain that the Defense 
counsel can find their copies there. 

THE PRESIDENT: Sir. Sprechcr, likely you will be about hero all af¬ 
ternoon. mould it inconvenience you if we go on to soaso of those Dofonsa 
natters and after counsel for the Defense get thoir books, we will call 
you back again. 

UR. SPRECHER: All right. One of ay assistants hore will get some 
Defense books and bring thee in so there won't be any further problem 
ebout this. 

THE PRESIDENT: That will be very helpful. 

JUDGE HEBERT: Does Counsel for tho Defendant Uann have any docu¬ 
ments to present at this tino? 

DR. GIERLICHS: Counsel for the defendant Uann, as well as his as¬ 
sistant, are at two Commission meetings at tho oomont, and I havo Just 
heard that Dr. Berndt may be here in half an hour, but hardly bofore 
that, 

JUDGE HEBERT: Then wu will pass on to Dr. Dix as counsel for tho 
dofondant Schneider. 

DR. KELIUVIH DIX: Dr. Dix for Dr. Schneidor. 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Dix, bear with us Just for a few moments un¬ 
til wo got the books segregated here. 

JUDGE HEBERT: Is there Just one supplementary book. Dr. Dix? 

DR. DU: There is a rather small supplementary book. Tho photo¬ 
graphs aro only the supplement to the book. 

THE PRESIDENT: I think everything is in order except that the sup¬ 
plement containing the photographs docs not soen to havo boon delivered 
to my office. I havo, however, the book, so you may go ahead. • 

DR. DIX: I shall offer first Document 286, an excorpt from the 
book. This will be Exhibit No. 232. 

There follows 287, an affidavit of Borchardt, as Exhibit No. 233. 
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p*. HELLMUTH DIX: Thoro follows Document 288, an Affidavit 
of Janoschka which la Exhibit 231:. I offer Docunent 289, an affidavit 
of Houor as Exhibit 23$, Thoro follows Docunent 290, an affidavit of 
Dickmann, as Exhibit 236. Schrwidcr Itocunont 291, an offidavit of 
Schaumburg is Exhibit 237. Schneider Docunent 292, an affidavit of 
Hoffhann is Exhibit 238. Schnoidor Doc* nont 293, an affidavit of 
Sctoid, is Exhibit 239. An affidavit of Krafft, Document 291*, is 
Exhibit 21*0. Finally, Document 29$, an affidavit of von Hoormnn, 
Exhibit 21*1. Thoro follows Schnoidor Docuaont 281*, on affidavit of 
Stroobock, Exhibit 21*2. This affidavit identifies the photos, pic- 
turos of slooping rooms, living roens, kit chons, thoators, and so 
forth, at Lcuna for tho foreign woricors. Thoro follows a docunent 
which in an official''cartification of a document with identification 
mrnbor 70 — that is of tho Archbisfr'p of JJunich and Froising. To 
this document I assign tho Exhibit Actor 21*3. Thoro follows Schnoidor 
Docunent 297, a Pribilla affidavit, Exhibit 21*1*. That is a confirma¬ 
tion of the identification runbor 71*. For identification numbor 71, 
an oxcorpt fren tho Kogon book, I havo not boon ablo to got such a 
certificate. Thoroforo I shall uso this docunont only for argumenta¬ 
tion. Thoro follows Schnoidor Docuaont 298, an oxcorpt from tho 
record. Exhibit 21*5. A Xrouch affidavit, Document 299, Exhibit 21*6. 

I rocoivod two documents today. Ono of then in connoction with tho 
Schnoidor cross-oxrnination and ono which idontifios tho timo of tho 
photographs introduced. I do not kne*/ tihothor I should assign on ox- 
hibit number to those docunonts and hand then in later or whothor I 
should talk to Aidgo ilorrell first about adiissibility. 

THE PRESIDENT: No'll tako care of that' natter before the day 
is over with a general order. 

JTDG3 HEBERT: Do I understand that all of tho documents for 
the defendant Ilgnor — all the outstanding documents — are boing 
processed and therefore ycu desire to be plaood in the catogory of tho 
other outstanding documents being processed. We'll take that up in 
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the general order. 

DR. &\CHZJS: Yes. 

JJQ3E XEEST: Then ccuiael-for the defendant DJorrfold. 

DT. SEIDL: Jtr. President, first of all I should like to 

offor to the Tribunal seno documents which wore pit in evidence during 

the extinction of Dr. IXiorrfeld, but of which I had no translations 

at that tiuo. I an referring to IXiorrfold Dxunmnt lii50, Exhibit 125. 

• • 

I now have sono translations and shall have then distributed. This is 
a lottor fro*c tho defendant Anbroa to Director Dr. von Staschon, 
datod 15 LAreh 19U1. Tho document shculd bo included in Book 1 for 
Duorrfold. Then in tho oxanincticn of Dr. Duorrfold wo nontionod an 
organisational plan of tho Auschwitz plant of Farbon. This is Docu¬ 
ment 1516, aocoptod by tho T riburcl as Exhibit 126. Thoro woro no 
photostats of this document cvcilablo at tho tino. In tho noantimo 
wo havo had sc«o proparod and I should liko to hand tho photostats of 
this organisational plan to tlw Tribunal at this tino. This 4 % of 
1 .Ally 19Uu It shows tho entire organisation of tho management at 
Auschwitz. It wculd perhaps bo oxpodiont to incorporate this chart 
in Book 1 for Diorrfold too. Then thoro aro only two noro documents 
which havo boon rocoivod in tho last few days which havo not yot 
boon translated. Wo shall spook to Judgo Horroll for permission to 
have thoso two documents translated so that they may bo troatod in tho 
sano rcy as tho other similar documents. That concludos tho presenta¬ 
tion of uy ovidcnco for tho tiaa being. I only havo thoso two noro 
documents to discuss. 

JUECS HEBERT: Dr. von 2ictzlor, I bolievo ycu are noxt in 

ordor. 

DR. VON iETZLSt: Your Honors, I an offering new in evidence 
saao documents on behalf of tho defendant Gajcrrski. I trust that 
Document Books li and 5 aro in the hands of Your Ifcnors. I offer first 
in evidence Gajqwski Docuamt 58, that is book li. All these documents 
are in Book lu I offer it in evidence as Exhibit 55. Next comes 
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• 

Gajewski Docnacnt 59, Exhibit 56. Nwr, duo to a technical hitch 
the indoscros, Appendix 2 and 3 of this docunont, havo not boon at¬ 
tached to tho docunont in tho bock. Theroforo, with Your Honors 
pomission, I would present now tho3e nissing indosuros. Hay I 
proceed. 

TB PRESIDENT* You nay procood. 

DR. TON 1ETZIZR: The next docunont, GajcnSki Docunont Nurabor 
60 , Exhibit 57. Tho next docunont Gajewski 61, Exhibit 58. Then 
Gajowski 62, Exhibit 59. Gajawski Docunont 63, Erfiibit 60. Oajowaki 

Docunont 61*, Exhibit 61. Gnjowski Docunont 65, Exhibit 62. Oajowaki 

Docunont 66, Exhibit 63. Oajowaki Docunont 67, Exhibit 61*. Gajonski 

Document 66, Exhibit 65. Gcjouski Docunont 69, Exhibit 66. Gojimalri 

Docunont 70, EAibit 67. Oajowaki Docunont 71, Exhibit 68. Gojowaki 

Docunont 72, Exhibit 69. Ocjcnski Docunont 73, Exhibit 70. Oajowaki 

Docunont 7h, Exhibit 71. Gajowaki Docunont 75, Exhibit 72. 

Now wo cono to Docunont Book Hurbur 5. It starts with Oajowaki 
Docunont 76 which I introduco aa Lxnibit 73. Oajowaki Docunont 77, 
Exhibit 7U. Gajewski Docunont 78, Exhibit 75. Gajowski Docunont 79, 
Exhibit 76. Oajowaki Docunont 80 , EAibit 77. Oajowaki Docunont 01, 
Exhibit 78. Gajewski Docunont 82, Bjhibit 79. Oajowaki Docunont 83, 
Exhibit 80. Gajewski Dccunont 81*, Exhibit 81. 

THE RESIDENTS Tfhoro is Docunont 81? 

DR. VON «<ETZLS'.s I bog your pardon. Hr. Proaidant. This 
docunont, by a oistake, was annexed to tho Docunont Bock 1* ns a supplo- 
r=ont to Docunont Book 1*, but it should bo in Document Book 5. 

THE PRESIDENT: Is it a — 

DR. TON METZLERs It \aa a separato docunont which I subnit- 
tod after I put in this Docunont Book 1*. 

THE PRESIDES?: Lot's nm through air - yes. 

DR. VONHETZLER: It's Gajewski Docunont 81*, Hr. President. 

TIE PRESIDENT: Just a noaont. That has not boon delivered 


to us. 
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DR. VON KETZLERf Oh, I»n sorry then. So far I oan not 
tntroduco it. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very noil. That will bo takon caro of. Dr. 
von Metalor, in cur order that wo will nako later- today. 

DR. VON METZLaU Exactly, Hr. Prosidont. J!r. Prosidont, 
hove you roccivod Gojouski Document 83? That was also a soperato 
docunont. 

TIE HtZSXDSirT: *To havo no loo so and soparcto Oajawski docu- 
nonts. At loaat I havo not. 

DR. VON IfflTZIZRl Or is it in Book Uunbor 3? 

TIE PRESIDENT: Just anonont, wo'11 soo. Yos, it is in 
Book I unbar 5# • 

DP. VON HETZLEH: Thank you very nuch. 
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Hay I proaoat now tho evidence onbohalf of tho dofcnd»nt Eaofligor which 
I propv bo eubalt n-’w, 

TIC paESIIEJ?: Vh»t should wo hav©? 

IE. YOH HiT2IZ2: That la WUgor Book 4, Hr. President. 

THE PK-SI5MT: Just onobook? 

m. VOS HSTZIEI *os, cno book. And I think — yot, oao oopnrato 
docioont. It*B Hnofligor Zheuaent 60. 

THE PRZSIIEW: Yory woll. Vo nro ready. * 

MH. YOH KETZLEH: I Introduce “nofligor Dcuaont 48, Exhibit 41. 
Eaofligor Docuaont 49. Exhibit 42. a *ofligorIfccusont 50, Inhibit 43. 
Eaofligor D'cuaont 51, Exhibit 44. a nof 11 go rDr cun on t 52, Exhibit 45. 

Haof 1 igorl>'cuncnt 53, Exhibit 46. H A cfligorlbcuaont 54, Exhibit 47. 
Eo.ofllgcr Ibeuamt 55, Exhibit 40. H A ofligorIbcu»ont 56, Exhibit 49. 
Hooflifor D"cuncnt 57, Exhibit 50. ^aofligor l>*cunont 58, Exhibit 51. 
a aOf 1 IgorD? cunont 59, Exhibit 52. And thoa I hero submitted a soparnto 
Er.ofligcr E'cuaort 60 . I d-n't know whothor this docuraont 1 b in tho 
heads of your Honors. This docmcnt ary bocooo Exhibit 53. That, Hr. 
Prosidont, condudoo tho presentation of c-i ’.cnco on hohrlf of tho do- 
foa^ant Saofllgor. 

JUICE HEBERT: Counsol for tho dofondant Vurstor. 

DR. VAQIER: Tour Honors, whoa I offerod ay Docuaont 6, Exhibit 9, 
with tho photograph albun no nn nttachaont, tho prosoaitor nndo a kind 
•uggosti-n that seno ertdonco bo offorod with rospoct to tho timo whon 
tho plcturoa voro t-kon, and t»w Prosidont supported this suggestion. t 
That is the "Ply d-cwacnt which I still h-ro to suhnit. This docunont, 
Httabor 330, I hwo p.t tho a nont 'nly in C-ornon. .It hno not boon trans¬ 
lated yot. 

THE PHESIIESTt Thon withhold it Doctor and wo'11 t.-ko caro of you 
also a littlo later in tho aftorno n. Hr. Prosecutor, aro you now roady 
with your nattor? 

IE. DU: Hr. Prosidont, I aon>l7 van tod t" infora you that ny 
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collong^o Hnffaena ia in the cosaiaeion and era not apporx horo for that 
reason, If wo could hsvo a pau#o In tho offorl^ of tho doamOnta It 
v-uld toon to no practical for no to tsko edvantt^o of thic intorvol 
to autalt a few n'-tiena to the tribunal, aono of than for my cliont, 
othora for tho dofonso as a wholo. It will not tako nuch timo. 

THE PPESIETT: Ik. Dlx, would It inconvonionco you If wo lot tho 
prosocutlon got Its decunonta In, Its Book 94 In ovldonco, becauso wo do 
went to got It boforo ua so that wo era bogin to considor tho subjoct 
cf whothor or not it la proper rebuttal, rad wo will boar you lrunodi- 
atoly after the pr^socution prosonts its book, if that la satisfactory. 

KH. SPHICHZ3* Hr. Proaidont, wo hava a few extra Ooman books In 
cp.ao ray of tho dofnnao counaolnJw don't hnvo thoir oopioa. Wo brought 
eemo bo ka into tho roco. Thia la thon tho documents in Prosocutlon 
Ibeuaont Book 94, Bobuttal Iteok 3. Tho first docueont HI 14344 will 
bocono Exhibit 2223. HI 15252, Exhibit 2224. HI 15241, Exhibit 2225. 

HI 15043, Exhibit 2226. HI 14038, 2237. HI 11406, Exhibit 2228. HI 
9724, Exhibit 2229. HI 11406, Prosocutlon Exhibit 2230. HI 10276, 
Prosocutlon Exhibit 2231. HI 10275, Prosocutlon Exhibit 2232. HI 94*6, 
Prosocutlon Exhibit 2233. Tb-ao aro all dccvnonto which I think wore 
givon to Ik. Solto wider tho arrangoaont previously oxplnlnod to Your 
Honors, Tho noxt d-cusont la HI 6712 C, which will bocooo Proaocution 
Exhibit 2234. HI 6712 A, Proaocution Exhibit 2234. Tho noxt doewnont 
HI 15266 will boerno Proaocution 1 a Exhibit 2236. Tho noxt documont HI 
15263 will bocono Proaocutl^ Exhibit 2237. Tho noxt doemont HI 14033 
will bocoao Proaocution Exhibit 2238. Tho noxt document LC 160 will 
bocono Proaocution Exhibit 2239. The noxt doemont HI 15165, Proeooution 
Exhibit 2240. The noxt docuaont HI 13576, Prosecution Exhibit 2241. 

She noxt document was already ueod thia ncraing during tho creea- 
oxaaination of Eorr Huenoraenn, rad thoref< ro I will skip ovor it to 
HI 14 — • 

1=2 PBESiaaT: lb you know what numb or it was givonj 
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KS, SPHECH-5: Tos, it was 6iven Zxhlbit 2321, M r , Pro B idont. 

Tho next d-cunent HI 14279 will be con o Prosecution Exhibit 2242. The 
next docuaont HI 14Q63 will bee-no 3243. ?bo next doemont HI 14561 will 
bocoac 2244. Tho next D'eunont HI 14254 will bocono ProeOcuti-n Exhibit 
2245. Tho noxt decuaont HI 14250 will boo'no Exhibit 2246. Tho noxt 
deewaont HI 14073 will bocone Proaocuti-n Eafcibit 2247. Tho noxt docuant 
HI 15076 will boccoo Prosocution Exhibit 2248. Hi 15171 will bocono 
2249. HI 15243 will bocoso Pro go cut ion Exhibit 2250. Tho noxt document 
wr* improperly 11stod in jrour book a? fnr as tho HI nuobor is concornod. 
It should bo HI 262 rathor — I bog your pardon, HI 15262. And thpt will 
boo-MBO Prosecution Exhibit 2251. Ju*t to make tho rooord cloor that la 
an affidavit of Mr. Volffeobn. And that coneludon that matter. 
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DP.. Your lion ors, I know that tlie Tribunal has suggested 

th-it objections to rebuttal documents be 3ut»itted in writing. Please 
excuse me ii in tiaa one case I suggest that I be alleged to offer an 
objection at vds tine, tie only reason being that I would need a prompt 
dec^ion by the Tribunal because in case wff objection is overruled I would 
have to as!: tiict the affiant be called for cross examination. 

THE PR33HB:?! Dr. Sleners, I don't know whether you are advised 
as to what we have announced in that regard. Ue'ro going to work tonight 
and the first order of business that w. nave is tbo matter to which you 
refer. tfe can't havo a transcript of what is stated here now by that 
time' but if you can give us a brief nenorancuu of your views, either 

9 

in English or Gcr.xm, because we'll have an interpreter to help us out 
on the Gorman, and got it into our co.iferonco roco by eight o'clock 
tonight we'll undertake to try to pass on tho matter. You can write in 
lead pencil. Just on a piece of paper, so that -.will have it. This is 
not to be filed or processed. But, unfortunately. If we start letting 
the30 objections to the docuaents be made on tiie record we're handicapped 
then because it's two or three days before wo oan got the record, so if 
you will, some time during tho day, give us a brief memorandum informally 
written. Just enough to suggest your views, even if you do not havo tlmo 
to get it to us in English, we will have some ono translate it for us at 
the conference. Can you do that? 

DR. Sn.TtSi Yos, 1 shall do that and ploaso excuse me for asking 
for a proapt docision on this point. I am doing that only because it is 
a question of tho Jolffsohn affidavit. Exhibit 2236, and I Just wondorod 
when I might havo an opportunity for a brief c ass examination. It would 
probably ta!:o only a few minutes. I might do that tomorrow or the next day. 

ITS KlSIDSrT: '..‘e«ll try to get a ruling tenorrow. I don't know 
what we will have to contend with tonight but wo'll put in some tine on 
the subject anyway. 

DR. SUiriS: Thank you. 

TH3 HGoHEiPT; Dr. Siecers, is the document, the Prosecution's 
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Document you refer to in Book 9li? Is it onoag tho affidavits or the 
exhibits just offered by the prosecution? 

well, vc had not intended to inpose upon counsol for th6 defonso tho 
burden of gotting your objections to tho doc unfits notr being offered by 
this eve.\in-. \To core talking primarily about those already submitted, 
but if you got it to us and the prosecution can suhait its views on a 
memorandum, perhaps no nay be ablo to give sojo consideration to it 
tonight. I assuiic fToa 'the character of tho prosecution's indox that you 
have triod to oijviato tho noeessity of oalcin- any detailed indication of 
tho purposos of your docoaonts. Is that right, Ir. Prosecutor? 

SPaacaai: Yes, but I think that index will fairly well indicate 
our purposo. . ... 

TiR ?RS Kirrs So, if yeu can got it to us, va'll see what wo can 
do for you. Dr. Siarwra. 

DR. SIElT.'i: v will bo able to hand you tho objeotion in rriting 
by tills evening. 

r.E PIGSOri.T: Slat's your troublo, !'r. r*oe .outer? 

IR. SPTOGHt! i>. Prosidont, Dr. Sicucr a during the cross examination 
of the defendant Tor Ifccr tho othor day raised so w quosUcn as to tho 
signature on Docaie.it ilX 15227. Carnally, tliat uettor would be ta!:on 
care of by a si^iaturc in tho filo, but since a question was raisod wo 
ask your po mission to put in ovidunce tlrcc tot- short affidavits Which 
Tdll traco Hus Ilia trey of that docuoont frou tiw ti_» it was found in 
tlio Crioshoiii files until it was placod into tho exhibit foldor. 

HID PRJSHII.Ts Do you have those affidavits ready? 

Lit. SROrCIt: Yos, I do. 

TIE PSSSDXJJTl Ready to distribute? 

:R. SPfOCIuOl: Yos, Hr. Prosidont. 

TIG TZffijttE.Y: Very well. 

!B. srracint: The first is an affidavit of Isthor Classman which 
is HI 1523J rtiicl: 'rill become Prosecution Exhibit 2253. 

The next is an affidavit of Iocs Eejfcacl, .7 15285, which '/ill boco • 
Prosecution 3x5iibit 22yh. 
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5 Kay 10-10-3-i-A.TWiCooard (vor. Schon) 

Tnoy all refer. Your Honor, to Prosecution -idiibit 2196, HI 15227. 

T:c PIJU.ori.T: Lot us have our copies so ..'C can got the numbers 
on then a nil get then in our files. 

III. SPICJHSl: Hr secretary will nark them in a group with the exhibit 
nunbers a.tel lia.nl then up iaoediately. 

TIC PRSlIEiT: That's fine. That's all right. 

Dr. Dix, 1 tilin’: /c'rc ready to hoar you non. 

DR. JEC: Your Honors, the first notion is the ono which wo wero 
discussing yesterday, tiio motion which is necessary with respect to tho 
affidavits of uy clients, l»r. ^on Schnitzler and Dr. Lautonschlaogor. 

Tho notion is to tho cffoct that the affidavits attached to this written 
notion - thoy aro listed and arc signed by - all of them affidavits 
of defendants uito did not testify on tho stand and, as far as I know, 
will not do so - I ask that all those of fid.', vita lx strickon insofar as 
they seen to incriminate co-dofcndants. Ife were saying yesterday that 
tiic notion should bo nado non, but that tho Tribunal would docido on 
this application only after tho conclusion of tlx presentation of cvidcnco. 

T.G PiCSIDlIlTs Is that a written notion? Is that a written motion, 

Dr. Dix? 

DR. DCs Yes. I iiavo Just handed it to the Secretory Gcnoral, 

Thon, another notion for ny client. It is a quostion of tho ruling 
of tho Tribunal liii'ch was announced by Judge i -orris on tho quostion of tho 
valuo of affidavits b>' defondants against thcnsclvos and spocifically tiio 
statements of ilr. Ter iioor. I know that tho rulings of tho Tribunal aro 
law for ao anu tiiat 'S I were not able to bring out new facts which arc 
not before the Tribunal I should have no Justification for bringing the 
question up, but the ruling is based on the assumption that Schmitz xras 
not referred to the Aixrican .ruling about refusal to testify and that, 
in ignorance of this regulation or at least without be exprossly referred 
to it, gave ills testimony voluntarily. It is only this assumption on tho 
part of the Tribunal that givos riso to tho following statement. Lty client 
has informed :x that two or three days before he xda this statement, tho 
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interrogator, Lawvcnoc Linville, expressly called his attention to this 

to 

regulation when the interrogation bogan. This oust be on the record, 

TT C may assume that this repord is in the hands of the prosecution. 

Acting on this assinption, I say sutcait tho notion that the prosecution 
subait this record kept ty Lawrence linville. I nay also roserve tho 
right by Itonday evening at tho latest to offer into cvidcnco a copy of 
tills record bccauso ay client has just infornod dc that a copy of it oan 
be found in the filos of ono of ay associates. Unless this is a nlstako, 

I would bo fortunate enough to suhait a copy in case tho prosocution doos 

to 

not have tho original and I nay reserve this until Monday. cliont has 
also infornod rxs that Major Tilloy,. new Lioutonant Colonel Tilloy, who 
appeared as a nitness hero, boforo his interrogation cxprossly oallod !iis 
attention to tills regulation and tho punishnc.it which it provided for mid 
threatened bin with twenty years' inpriaonoent for failure to testify. So 
that thoro nay be no ni sunder standing J nay renerfc that this throat was 
made in Lay 1?U5. I do not want to isply any falso fact. At any rate, 
it was boforo this statcaont was aado and certainly had some connection 
with my client's decision to testify, for ono doos not forgot a thing 
lii:o that if ono is told "If you don't testify you'll got twenty years." 


- 7 * 
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0 

Court ?to. VI, Case VI ^ 

• 

THE P/ESIES^*: Dr. Dix, if you desire to present anything of the cha¬ 
racter suggested in your statenent the Tribunal would suggest that it be 
:-ut in the fora of a action and filed as a document in the case. 

a 

As to the revest that you addressed to the Prosecution, the Prosecu¬ 
tion can answer for itself and that is not a ratter of concern to the Tri-, 

ounal presently. If tho Prosecution camot or does not produce the docu- 

0 

.*nt and you think you are entitled to a one relief, you can come to the 

Tribmal on that and i*'ll consider it on its nerits. I think that's all 

ue need to say at this tine. 

0 

ER. DIX: lir. Preside:*, I beg your pardon. I aa rattor pressed for 

tii*. I brought this up now beesuso I i*y have to call witnesses. If I 

0 

(bn't bring this to tho attention of the prosecution now, since tho prose- 

cution alone tas tho addresses of those witness, then I -.dll certainly not 

be able to lave this :x>tj.on put into effect. For this reason I thought it 

important that this be brought to tho attention of tho Tribunal and tho Pro- 
• • 

secution, bocauso in tritins it will take at least until tenorrow. 

T\IZ rnESIEC.T: Vory tell. You're certainly within your rights and It 

v * 

is proper to call tho Court's attention to rtiat you have in ndrxi doing, 
but I say that a oatter of that kind should bo in tho nature of a fomal 
action and we'll talcs notice of this statewent that you intend to present 
it ard whenever you do present it the prosecution mist be given ao oppor¬ 
tunity to answer it and then the Tribunal will consider it. 

DR. DIX: l!r. President, nay I not neution the naiies of the witnesses 
so that the prosecution aay. 

THE FRESIDEIT: You aay <b that, but there's really no occasion to 
0 

ta!c# tLme for that, and I' think I can rely on it that you gentltoen 
rill agree — you usually’ to '.ct along very well — and ro'll see wtot will 

‘■•appen. 

DR. DIX: Very wall. 
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Won, a final natter- another notion for the defense as a whole. I may 
remark by vcy of precaution, as far as technically capable I have obtained 

9 

the approval of uy colleagues, but the possibility does exist that some one 

of the defense counsel c&y not have been present and in order not to violate 

• 

the right* of ny colleague* I should like to put it in this fora, which ie 

4 

most likely true. I aa presenting the motion in the name of the defense, 

9 9 

as a whole, but I roserfe the right for individual defense counsel, in case 
I am mistaken, to tell the Tribunal that he for his case does not approve 
this notion, 'fith t’.da reservation I now preeent this motion which I shall 
submit in writing. I nay remark that it is composod of twonty-tw pagoa and 
7 have no intention of burdening the Tribunal by presenting the contents c£ 
this notion at this tlra.- I shall merely refer to tho written motion. I 
should me roly like to mention vory briefly how it cara about that wo decided 

to eubmit this motion and perform my duty by saying that Professor 'fnhl vos 

* • 0 

the author of this ration but tint, at his ropuest, I also signed it os 
the spokesman of the defense. I don't want to elafet tho contents for ny- 
nolf bocause I think the contents are very scholarly and us 11 foundod. 

# 4 

Your Honors, uhen ue came to Humberp., not for tho ET Trial but for 
those triale before the American )!ilitary Tribunals tra all assumed that thoso 
vioro American courts a.ti that therefore the legal principles of American 

4 0 

law, and particularly tlto principles of the American Constitution, would 
prevail. Tnie opinion :as strengthened by the judgiaent against the fonaer 
••"iold ilarshal Mich in i^iich case the court - and I an quoting from memo¬ 
ry but it is essentially correct - said: "This is an American court and 
the deenrooted principles of the Anglo-Saxon world are valid for it." 

0 e 

Suddenly, there case the opinion of EEGUS which denied this and spoke of 

9 

an international court. Then cane the Flick Judgment which again, on the 

basis of a similar ration to this one, said that it vC3 a Control Council 
• - • 

Court. So that, with respect to the legal basis of this court, ws are res 
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inj on a foundation of contradictory opinions of the highest authorities. 

•;e could rot have s imply overlooked this state of affairs or relied on our 
o>n knowledge of the subject, and we began to contact le^al authorities of 
your country. The corsocuences of this exchange of ideas was the motions • 
introduced in the PlicJc trial which are at least similar to the motions 
which the American larger Robinson submitted in the Krupp trial where he . 

was a defense counsel. ' e have obtained theso motions freu th) Krupp trial. 

•*.■**•« • 

They aro so much in American legal language that it is impossible or at 

’east would be wronf. to retranslate then into our C-eman or continental way 

* • 0 

of thinking. l’e decidod, of course, autatis mutandis, the obvious diffo- 

_TX..- 

ic.icox.botween tho ".rup? Caso.and this ©no, to ddopt theso Krupp motions 

V -v— • ->-X .. i j I - 

and offer them hero. 7*.;oy will be handed in through the proscribed'6han-\* 

nels - Secretary General and Defonso Center - in 3v;liah. 1 cannot hand 

thorn in row bccauso they are not quite ready, but 1 wanted to announce thorn. 

Indopondontly of that, I havo here tho statement prepared by Ur. Vfahl 

and offorod by mo in Uie name of .tho defense with tho reservation I men- 

0 

tionod, tho notion dealing with the problem of whether tho actions undor 
0 4 

indicUwnt ho re, considorir* both Aaorican lav and international law, aro 
subject to the jurisdiction of this court and whethor this court is sot 
up undor the principles of American Kilitary law. Tho question is ansvrarod 
in tho negative by tho dofonae and tho motion is rado and cccplainod corres¬ 
pondingly and I cay refer to the written statement. I my consider that 
• 0 

ttiis notion, which was written by Ttbhl and signed by no, mil be handod 
in togathor with tho notions to reach the Secretary General and the Dofonso 
Center in tho next fon days, the spiritual author of which is tho Robinson 
lotions in the Krupp trial, and these two motions ray bo part of the record 
in this case. 

9 • 

TK3 PRISIia.T: Vary well. Dr. Dix. 
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# 

Court No. VI, Case VI 


DR. KRAFT (Defense Counsel for defendant Kugler): Yar. President, tha 

. ■ '* 

0 9 

idtness von Silvinyi, r fro is still to testify for tho dofendant Kuglor, 
lives in Austria. There have been technical reasons ifcich prevented him 

4 4 

from appearing until notr. There is a possibility, ho-.x>vor, that he may be 
in Humberg over tho trookend and I should like to reserve the right in that 

0 

ovont to call him either on Nonday, the 10th or Tuesday for a briof examin¬ 
ation. 

THE PRESnnrr: How long do you contemplate it will UJca-to present 

4 

the evidence of that vdtness, counsel? 

DR. KRAFT: It tos tho intention of Dr. K enzc to acacdM him himsolf. 

# 

As far as I recall, ho had expected that it would ta!x onoOJtalf or throo 
quarters of an hour. . . ier ^tor 

.. THE PRESIDENT: Vory wo 11. I'ay I suggest to-you of your co-counsel 
to kcop in touch with Judge Kobort in regard to that situation and we'111 
soo what no can do. 

DR. KRAFT: Tcs. 

0 4 

TOE PHESXD :Nf: Do Counsol for dofonsc know, is Dr. Dorndt, as well 
as Dr. Hoffnann, ca;R'od in tho Coemissionor's court? 

DR. 11FET.1EP.: "nay arc both in tho Commission. 

THE PRE3ID-D1?: Do you havo any information as to hou long thsy wi)l 

0 

probably bo engaged there, counsel? 

4 

DR. 1-UELlEr.: It should bo finished by the roccss, but I will go and 
inquire. 

THE PRESIDarT: That's not necessary not?. Do ary othor of tho Defense 
• # 

counsol, who arc ho re present, have any documents to submit to tho Tribu¬ 
nal that have been processed and should bo in our hands non? I'm not spoak - 
int of Dr. 9omdt or Dr. Hoffnann. I know tho situation with rospoct to them, 
but <b any of you othor :,ontlcocn havo any documents that havo boon pro¬ 
cessed? 
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0 

Court No. 71, Case VI 

DR. NATH: If tho Tribunal approved w» could offer tho docunxmts for 
Dr. Il^ner. Uo have tho original ctocuocr.ts horo. "o would havo to put 
the exhibit numbora in tho document book later tthen tho docunonta havo boon 
translated. 

THE PRESIEENT: To have in nind a method of handing that. *kJ«ro just 

taiting until after the afternoon recces in tho hope that more of tho do- 

fonao counsel would bo presont so that, you would.bo advisod of it. I think 

perhaps that that would bo aero confusing to us than to handle it in the 

0 

tray wo havo in nind, counsol. 

Tho Tribunal trill at this tioo rccoss until 3*15. 

(A rccoss teas taken.) 


• '-v 4 — 
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THE !J C2VJ.1S The Tribunal is a^ain in session. 

THE PRESIDS-MT: u\o Tribunal has leaned that Dr. Hoffuann and Dr. 

Bcmdt arc still or^a-cd (Sown before the Consdssioner and will not bo 

• 0 

able to bo here for tho reminder of tho afternoon. As a consequence, \« 

shall necessarily have to pass over the receiving of tho docuoonts of their 

0 0 

clients until tooorrov; forenoon. In the naarmhilo, honovor, ns havo received 
come noro docuoonts soao of you gentlemen may be interested in. 

’to havo new a supplement 2 to Docuaont Book H ojTtho defendant tor 

!cor; Supplement to Document Book Hoorloin fto. 6; Docv.ucnt 1-B for tho 

• • 

defendant Awbroe (That one, of oourso, we cannot handle today); Appondlx 

2 to Documont Book 15 of Gattinoau; Docuaont 120 for tho dofondant Kuohnoj 

Supplement to Docuaont Book 4 for tho dofondant Oajewaid.; Supplement 2 to 

Docuaont Book 2 Deloach; and Supplement 4 to Book 9 of tho Defendant Krauch. 

Hot*, an/ of you jontlonon that arc intorestod in tho presentation of 

V.oso books or those c’ocirwnts nay now do so, if you oro ready. 

DR. VOK ;ETZIEi (For Krauch): Kr. Prosidont, if I corroctly undox^- 

stood, you havo bcioro you a Cajon*ki docuaont. 

0 * 

TOE PRESHJEKT: I think that is correct, counsol... Yos, that is Docu-. 

e • 

ont 84, counsel. 

at. VOU :ETZ*StTEighty-four? 

JUDGE HEBERT: That is tho docuocnt which was missing earlier whan you 



• ado the oarlior prosocitation. 

DR. VOit 1ETZLEP.: Yes... ono oooent. That is Docunont Book 4. 

JUDGE JDRJvIS: Supplcoont to Docuacnt book 4. 

DR. '/ON iiETZLlP.: It should bo Supplement to Document Book 5. 

THE PRESIDE! Vary well. -«o will correct that; and can you givo us 
the exhibit number? 

DP.. VOH •CTZI.'T.: I am sorry. Hr. President, my secretary gave mo tho 


trrorg — 

THE PRESIEGiT: Perhaps the sesretary can supply tho numbers. 
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Court Ko. VI, Caso H 
% 

0 

DR. VO’! iETZKX: Yea, well she is not present horc. Tho last exhibit 
nuribor was,.. Then this ray bccoao Beftibit 81, 

THE FRESID2NT: Thank you .... All right. Arc any of you other gontlo- 
uon ready to ore sent any cf thuss daeva-nts tV-t J cr.Ucd a moment ago? 

HEIiiUT DEC (For dofond-jit Scknciio-); 1 haw t'O .^rc doc merits that 
hevo been adnittod but tl.at have .vt yjc boon Mnus^racihed and translated. 

Ain I to introduce than as exhibits, nen’ 

THE PRESIDENT: I lot at this Hmj, Dr. 'Jix. 

DR. ASCHSJ'AUIt (Counsel for Oct&Jnarj): Hay I offer tho documents 
for ray Supplement 2 to Dook 2 for Cattinoau? I offor Gattinoau Docuraont 
107 ao Exhibit 185; Oattinoau Document 108 as Exhibit D.06; Cattinoau do- 

ounont 109 as Cattinoau Exhibit 187. Thoso aro tho throo itocumcita. 

0 0 

lir. Prosidont, if nobot*y olso has anything to offor, I have a roquost 

to moko. Because of sons trouble with ny jaw I cannot bo prosont tomorrow 

• 0 9 0 

or tho nuxt day. Thoroforo, may I offor qy othor docvmonta, as an soccoption 
today? 

# • 

THE rPESIffHIT: 'toll, counsol, wo would bo rory happy for tho privi- 

0 0 

logo of accommodating you, but lot us go through this ©all horo, and I 

believe that you will find no have disposed of this natter then. 

0 

Dr. Boottchor, did you wish to offor a docuraont? 

DR. BOETTCHER: hi*. President, you mentioned mother docuraont for 
•‘rauch. This is Krr.uch Docuraent 155. I hevo already offorod that docuraont 
as Exhibit 206. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you. Now, wo still have Supplonont 2 Dcgcsch; 

s 

that is Dr. Berndt. r o trill necessarily have to low that aside until to- 
norrow. Suppleraent to Hoorloin Eook 6; Supplement to Dr. tor !;oor»s Book 14; 
end ono docuimnt Kucluno No. 120. If counsol for then aro not present, wo 
will — Dr. Nath? 

DR. NATH (Counsel for defendant Kuchnc): !Ir. President, during tho 
• Qccss I talked to Judge Hebert to tho effect that I took over Dr. Kuchnc's 
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0 

Court No. VI, Case VI 


dofenso, and I have today subnittod a notion to Your Honors for approval. 

• 4 

Before introducing that document, I should like tp talk to Dr. Kuohno, and 
I askod that I bo permitted to offer this document on Friday. 

0 0 

THE PRESIDENT: Very will. Now, gent lean on, that soems to bo about os 
far as we can go today. Sovoral of you have expressed concern about of¬ 
fering documents that are not presently available bccauso they havo not 

4 

boon translated and mimeographed and distributed. Mow, wo are going to * 
state on tho record «*iat no conccdo to bo a reasonable solution for that 
problem. 

0 * 
Regardless of our schodulo othorwisc, the first ordor of busihosa, 

next Monday afternoon will bo to roccivo all outstanding documents that 

counsol for Prosecution and Dofonso may desire to offor to this Tribunal. 

•fo shall call counsel for tho Dofenso in tho ordor in rhich v» aro acous- 

4 

tooed to calling then boro, on this order that Judge Hobert workod out with 

you gentlemen. 

0 0 

If, in tho mcantiao, tho documents havo boon processed and aro avai¬ 
lable, you may then introduce t Ira. 

0 

If thoy aro not processed and availablo, you may than stato on tho 

record in open court your document nurrtoor and givo us a very brief stato- 

0 • 

cent of what tho docuaont is, and wo shall then adait it in evidence, not- 

0 

withstanding tho fatt that it has not been processed, subject to objoctiono T 
And aftor that has boon dono wo will fix a time within which all objections 
must be made to tho Tribunal. 

So there will bo ono final roll call for the introduction of evidence 

A 0 

on behalf of tta Prosecution and each and every defendant, at the after¬ 
noon session of next Monday. Tfc shall rccoivc the doctnunts that aro roady 
to bo submitted and porait tho documents that have not been processed to 
be offered with an identification number to be announced in open court i 
a brief statement of tho contents of the document. 
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Tfo shall then 'ivo it an exhibit number in your s-rios and admit it 

0 

in cvidonco, subject to obj-eiion of the opposing counsel. ’Then wo havo 

done that, »: will fix the t^-03 and tho ic.-w.c.* rithin which thoso objcct- 

hiux. i. * . \ a. • . ' < *#i. 

ions nust bo lodged with the Trfbenti 

Hex this is ijsportant., r.«H. i«* t>- r-. si;« •>,*£-j~>.inty in tho minds 

0 

of cny of you ynt'jacn -.tut w. T^r ly .as.' 7 r. vt :.ri'id to say, do not 
;».3itato to a3k rucstionj nc«, crx io* /.ujo tho proe-euro dofinitc 
end cortain. Trxt npplios to t-o a c »oll na counsol for tho 

Defonso. 


13559 


5 Ufiy 194S-A-DJG-23-1—Schwab (Katz) 

COUST VI, CASS VI - 

May I add that that is the*final roll ca£l for the introduction of 

evidence in this case, and when your client has been called and you have 
offered your documents that are processed ss well as those that you have 

not been able to have processed, the case will be closed as far as that 

defendant is concerned, with respect to the introduction of evidence. 

• '• ***** this wtil you tine over the weekend to survey the 

• • 

situation and brin 6 this presentation of the evitc an orderly 
teraination. 

Now, please understand that as to these documents where counsel 
is absent end cannot present then this afternoon, that hevo been dis¬ 
tributed, we shall take up those in the orderly procedure in the morning. 
If counsel is then present, we will receive those documents. If some 
of then are still before the Cornieaioner, re will doal with that subj¬ 
ect in the morning and do the best wo can under the circumstances. 

Now, I will inquire again: - Do you gentlemen all think you under¬ 
stand the announcement that I have oade, because it does pertain to the 
closing of the evidence, and wo would deem it unfortunate if anyono 

should come in ofterwards end say that he did not understand what wo said 
on the record. 

DR. RLDOLF DUI I have three questions, Ur. President. First, did 
I understand this ruling that you announced Just now correctly, that the 
conference in chambers that was planned for Uohday evening at eight 
o'clock is no longer necessary as a result of your ruling? 

THE PRZSHJ&fT: so consider it. I may say there will probably 

be a conference in chambers, but we will be otherwise engaged, I think. 

DR. RUDOLF DU: I am sorry, about that. Mr. President, the second 
question. You spoke only about documents, but there are two other pro¬ 
blems to be solved in regard to time. One of th«n is the calling of 
defendants to the witness stand insofar as the Defense Counsel concerned 
acsire it in answer to rebuttal; and the second is the problem that there 
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• 

are some witnesses outstanding. I ranted to ask Your Honors at -hat 
tine you intend to take care of those two matters. 

THE. PRESIDENT: '.'e intend to take care of those just as rapidly as 
we can get to it. V/e will be here tomorrow morning at the regular time 
and transact all the business that we can. If any counsel wishes to 
call a defendant to the stand for a matter that is proper, tomorrow or 
the day after, we will be here for that purpose. This has nothing to 
do with anything except the matter of closing the documentary evidonce. 

I think you all know that we are already edvisod of a witness or 
two that we are to hear as soon as they get here. I think Judge Hebert 
can enlighten you as to the situation on witnesses. 

JUDGE HLBSRTi Dr. Hoffman has one witness who is to be h^ard on 
Monday. Dr. Berndt has one witness who is to be hoard on Tuesday. On 
Friday naming, Dr. Siicher is to present tho lantern slidoa and the 
documents on the basic information. And Dr. Nath has ono matter which 
ho has to teko up to conclude his case on Fridey. And I believe thst 
thst is a list of the outstanding osttero as of the moment. 

DR. RUDOLF DIX: One moment. That would then permit no to con¬ 
clude thst the Tribunal intends to close its open court sessions on 
Monday evening — Tuesday evening, I beg your pardon; I moans to say 
Tuesday. 

THE PRESIDENT: It means that just as soon as the witnesses that 
we have promised to hear have been produced and heard we do expect to 
close, oxcept, perhaps, as 'to some formal matters of affording an 
opportunity to object or present objections to documents. \h are going 
to survey that field and determine by next Monday aftomoon just when 
and how we are going to handle that. *./c will get the documents in first, 
end then we will determine what seems to be the proper way to hear 
objections to those that have been admitted, when the documents were 
not available at the time they were offered. 
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DH. RUDOLF DU: Che tore thing, in capacity as Defense counsel 
for Dr. Schmitz. In y^ew of your intentions, I merely ask you to take 
int .9 account £ha£ I may have witnesses in regard to the subject matter 

treated a short while ago. itiether I call then by Tuesday- 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Dix, that is an interlocutory raetter. The 



Tribunal will not know whet it wants to do with respect to that until wo 

get your formal petition and afford the Prosecution an opportunity to 
• # 

cake its showing. If it calls for the resolution of some fact, we will 
deal with that. That is aside from the trial proper, anyway. It is 
not evidence in the case directly. It relates to a particular defendant 
with respect to a matter of particular scope. 

You can get your notion on file, and we will deal with that inde¬ 
pendently. 

DR. RIDOLF DU: Thank you very much. Kay I make one more romerk? 
ity colleague von Ketsler has Just now, c .uite properly, pointed out to 
ee that if the defendants are to be called to the witness stand tomorrow, 

it w>uld be necessary that their Defense counsel should know wh#t the 
ruling of the Tribunal would be on the objections *hich were raised 
boofre tho Commissioner and in regard to which I permitted myself to hand 
to Your Honors a list yesterday. We would bo very grateful to you for 
a clarification of this question. And also objections to rebuttal 
documents. There ere t»-o types of objection* that you are clear on. 

THE PfB&UEtfT! Tfe well understand that. :<ith reference to the 
first matter, to whom did you hand this memorandum thet applies to the 
cross-examination in tho Commissioner's record? 

DR. RUDOLF DU: I handed that during the open session to the 
Secretary General hero. 

THE PRESIDENT: la that in German? 

S' 

DR. RUDOLF DU: Yes, it was in Gerran. 

THE PRESIDSnT: Kr. Secretary, will you see that we receive that this 
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5 Uty 19i.3“W)JG-2>-^-schwab (Katz) 

corer n, casjs vi 


avening, wen if it be in Geroan, so that ve can use it tonight? 

Now, Dr. Dix, we can -'ell understand thet rhether or not it would 
be proper under my circumstances to recall a defendant to the witness 
stand rdth respect to. matters relating to the question of cross-examin¬ 
ation axxl the documents on rebuttal is necessarily contingent on *hat is 

done -with those natters. I nay say to you that if the ruling of the 
Tri unal affocts that matter, we will take it up with you and work out 

something so that we shall all understand what we are djing in that 

regard, .to do wish to urge on you the natter of getting to us tonight, 

before our conference, the ijanorandun with respect to the documents in 

Book 92 — 93. And in order that you may have a timely opportunity to 

do that, wo are Just about now to recess until nine o'clock tomorrow 

morning, so that it will give you a littlo bit of tine to got at that 

natter and situation so thet we can consider it at our conference tonight. 
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5 fey 194&-4-DJG-24-i-Hf Stewart (Katz) 
COURT VI, CASS VI 


Da. R'JDOL? DIZi I bag your pardon, I could net quite understand 
>h-t na.wrendun you ai^an, Lr. Prwsicent. 

TKe PfL&ZD&fT: 'dth reference to the documents in rebuttal offered 
by ths Prosecution, ,lb asked you yesterday to get us an informal memor¬ 
andum. I think your associates perhaps very acnerally understand that 
situation, because soae of then are beginning to cooe in. I received 
ono at the recess. 

• 

Ho"", is there anything further that needs to be said by Counsel 
before we n»ces>a until toorron serning? 

Permit no to say at this time that the sano procedure will follow 
with rofarence to the. Prosecution robuttal documents in its so-called 

Book 94, axcopt it will be 24 hours later. Tou will have until the 
next night to 6 «t -our objections in to theo, day after tomorrow ovening. 
DR. DL£: Ur. President- 

TfLS PR_oH>i2T: I ’ .an, tenorrow evening. lou got then in today 
with reference to the books now under consideration, and tonorrow evening 

for the Book 94. You will have 2k hours noro. 

DR. DUi Is, uitc, Lr. President. 

In regard to the objections to the rebuttal documents, I understand 

tho oonorfndua to a.en thrt it was desired fer crch one to inform tho 

• 

Tribunal indivicually rh*t objections he had to raise*. If that **oro 

centrally diroctod, by -«*y of qy o.ficc, it »©uld only causo a delay 
bvC«usQ I have no independent Jucgnont except in qy own c^su. In other 

words, all people concerned know that they hevo te inform th6 Tribunal 

individually as to Uuho objections. 

THi PR3SlDEiiT: I think thet is Tory generally understood. I 
notico nods of approv .1 on the part of your associates. 

e 

DR. DIX: I have one noro thing. It is now 3:45, and I hava just 

had something handod to js that I cannot read in thi3 haste, but I 
think whet is intended is this: In order to expediate natters, tho 
dafsndrnts should be given an opportunity to bo able to check over 
today th*sa documents froa the document center that they have not yet 
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5 itey 1948-^-DJG-24-2-Ile Stewart (Kate) 
CQ'JRT YI, CASS VI 


53 en, and therofore I aak Your Honors to rule that the defendants be 
taken to Room 316 today, so that they can look over the documents, ’/e 

have to make use of evory available minute now. 

w 

% 

THE PRESIDEKTs That is entirely reasonable, and the Marshal will 
please arrange with the prison authorities to see that the defendants may 
remain in the building to visit ftooa 316 to inspect documents for the 
balance of the day, until their tine to go this ovuning. 

Porhaps we may have some time available tomorrow for a like purposo 
if you need it. 

Row, if tlxire is nothing further, I said a moment ago wo are now 
about to recess until 9 o'clock tooorrow morning, 'k* have recessed. 

(TRIBUNAL Li R3C2tS U17TCL 0900 HOURS MAY 6, 1948) 
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CE3rt7ICAI2 OF COLLISSIONER 


Coder directives of United States military Tribunal No. 6 , 
tost Irony of witnesses listed below »ras required to bo taken before 
the undersigned Commissioner. Pursuant thereto the said Comlsslonor 
has conducted hearings at which the following witnesses have Ailly 
testIfledi 


8 April 191*8 

9 April 191*8 
12 April 191*8 
12 April 191*8 

S April 191*8 
April 191*8 k 
15 April 191*8 
16 April 191*8 
19 April 191*8 
20 April 191*6 
20 April 191*8 
21 April 191*8 
21 Apr 11 191*8 
23 April 191*8 k 
28 April 191*8 
26 April 1918 
26 April 191*8 
27 April 191*8 
29 April 191*8 
29 April 19.'«B k 
30 April 191*8 
29 April 191*8 4 
30 .*prll 191*8 
30 . k prll 191*6. 

■V 5 by 191*8 k 

6 l,ay 19i*8 

3 l ay 19L8 

3 Lay 191*8 . 

3 Lay 19U8 * 

1* Lay 19 IB 

l Lay 191*8 

1* Lay i9l£ 

1* Way 191*8 

^ 5 Lay 191-8 

6 Ley 191*8 k 

7 Lay 191*8 

10 Lay 191*8 

10 I ay 191*8 

10 Lay 191*8 

10 Lay 191*8 k 

11 Ley 19L8 

11 Lay 1918 

11 Lay 192*8 

11 Lay 19! fl 

10 Lay 192*8 


Sianj_of Sitnoss^ 

Ltflter iiarllsont 
Kurt Krueger 
Karl "Weber 
Paula aster 
Erast Struss 

Christian Kahn 

n a 

Bernhard Schooner 
Adalbert Felndal 
Josef Grobol 
Gustav Plator 
Enll do Haas 
Heinrich Schuh 
Heinrich Sohlndler 

" * V 

Walter Klkuth 
Hans Sauor 
hllholz Duollborg 
*heo GoldschcUt 
~oton *^lthln?er 
• * 

Rudolf von Sprotty 

■ * ■ 

ftudolf Scheldt 

■ e 

■ a 

Wolfgang -It 
Carl Gadow 
Kurt Hartmnn 

■ ■ 

Frits Dion 

Kurt Elefeld 
Adolf Taub 

Ernst Struss (for Pros.) 
Wernor Schclts 

■ ■ 

Lax Kinkier 
Frits Hlrsch 
Ernst Krasohwskl 

Frans FLorstonborg 

• ■ 

Heins Savolsborg 
Karl .-tunscheldt 
Kelnhold 

Friedrich Selchvr 


Of f loial_Tnms c r i_p 

10975-10907 

11128-11163 

11165-11175 

11177-11199 

11293-11339 

iilM-nfoo 

11587-11612 

11706-11723 

11827-1181*1 

1181 * 2-11860 

11861-11878 

12098-12128 

12129-1211*0 

12337-12370 

12707-12777 
121*61-121*98 
12500-12512 * 

1259&-12621 
12871-12909 
12910-12953 

13075-13092 
12951*-12960 

13065-13075 
13093-13133 
13620-13629 
13051-13719 
1321*6-13269 
13271-13291 
13292-13316 
131*12-131*50 
131*50-131*60 

131^1-131*79 

131*80-131*69 

13566-13619 

13720-13735 

13861-13891 

11*173-11*181 

11*195-11*209 
11 * 210 - 11*220 ‘ 
11*221-11*21*5 
11*377-11*381* 
11*387- 1U*21* 
11*1*25-11*1*39 
11*1*1*0-11*1*55 
11*182-11*191* 


During the said proceedings the following exhibits havo 
been offorod In evidence* 









iSBXECUTIOS £ r kaI=I?S_ 


Exhibit 

HIHo. 

Offiolal Trans. 

2302 

PS 2353 c 

10899 

2303 

1*79 

109C1* 

2301; 

11*036 • 

llll*5 

2305 

. 11*031* 

11182 

2306 

. 15070. 

11183 

2307 

11236 

11302 

2309 

11:232 

11312 

2311 

15062 

11327 

2312 

150« 

11330 

231 L 

11*257 

111*68 

2315 

13521* 

111*73 

2316 

11256 

111*73 

2317 

2310 

11*251 

11*252 ‘ 

111*85 

111*76 

2319 

11*011* 

111*82 

2320 

11*039 

11831* 

2321 

13081* 

1181*8 

2328 

10532 

12615 

2329 

1C528 

12616 

2323 

109C7 

12706 

2330 

13525 

12733 

2331 

15021 

12878 

2332 

3763 

12915 

2333 

1511*5 

12921 

2331* 

.-.151L6 

12923 

2335 

86L7 

12927 

2336 

15132 

12933 

2337 

1511* 

1291*2 

2336 

11*093 

13106 

2339 

13531* 

13111 

23LO 

15215 

13126 

23L1 

15260 

13620 

2312 

15173 

13286 

2315 

23U6 

2352 

■?s- 

15290 

13728 

13730 

11*382 

2353 

15296 

11*392 


X, the undersigned Cor-lsaloner, do hereby oortlfy that tho 
cforosQid official transcript pages oonprise a full, truo and corrcot 
roport of such proceedings, tostlcony and erldocoo hoard and rooordod 
therein boforo no. 


Dated at Mirnberg, Gerrnny, kay 28, 19l*8. 




Cc^ilasloner of Tribunal Ho. 6 







5 Mey-M-J?-8-l-Gaylord (Int. Aeiscfcer) 
Court 71 Casa VI Cosaission 


Official Transcript of hearing before e C 0 naissi;ner 
for Military Tribunal VI, case VI, in the natter of 
the United States of America against Karl Krauch of 
al, defendants, sitting at Kuraberg, Gernany. on 
5 nay 1948, Coooissioner Johson T. Crawford, presiding. 

THE MARSHAL: The' Commission for Tribunal VI is nc-v in session. 

kH. Al.CHAH: If your Honor please, the defense have requested thnt 

Dr. otruss be cross exeained as a prosecution witness with respect to 

Exhibit 1876, which is HI-12610. That Exhibit consists of o lengthy 

interrogation of Dr. Struas under the date of 27 March 1947, and thero 

is a covering affidavit in connection with that interrogation in the 

exhibit. That has been offered in evidence, as I say, os Exhibit 1876, 

and the defense has indicated a desire to cross oxar.ine Dr. Struss with 

respect to that exhibit. In addition, I aa informed that the defonso 

uould like to cross exaaine Dr. Struss with resmoct to Exhibit 1941, 

which is HI-14273. That is a chart of Sparto II which wns offered 

In evidence. In connection with Exhibit 1941, there is a covering 

affidavit of Dr. Struss which is Exhibit 1942 and bearo NI-14499. Ky 

understanding is that the defense are ready to cross-exanine with 

respect to the exhibits I Just nentioned, and with that, I ask y>ur 


Honor to 


the witness and turn him ovor to the defense for cross 


examination. 


DH. ERHST STRUSS, a witness, to-k the stand and testified no followsj 
THE PRESIDENT: The witness, will raise his right hand end roiont 


after ne: 


I swear ty Cod, the Almighty and Chniscient, thnt I will spook tho 
•Jure truth, that I will colt and add nothing. 


(The witness reoeated the, 
THE nlESIDEHT: The 


examine the witness. 


3Y IS. RZSHDT: 


\v.r 


\ - v 

V SKAL 


The defense may 


* would first like 


■. .Commissioner, that I 


myself wsuld like to cross examine the witness only in connection with 
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5 Mey-Ji-Jr’-7-2-Gaylord (Int. Seiscfcor) 

Court VI Case VI 

SxhiMt 1876* I really don't know whether this witnees is also suppoaed 

to be exanined In connection with another exhibit. Ky colleagues, Dr. 

• 

Hoffnann and Ur. Hente, don't know anything about that either. How nay 
I nsk you. Dr. Strut#, whether you have Exhibit 1876 at hand? 

A. Yes, I have the English as well as the Gernan version before ne. 


<■ - * — 
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5 May W-4M3-9 & 10-l-Paalor (Int. Reischer) 

Caamission - ?arberr 

Q Hay I ask you witness, whether ycu have carefully read 
this affidavit and the record of the interrogation again recently, 
and whether you wish to sake any additions or corrections in connection 
with it? 

A I only saw the affidavit or tlie interrogation, which is 
very lengthy after ngr examination on 21 November. I believe the date 
is correct, tut it was only after 21 Novaiber that I was able to look 
through it thoroughly and I wculd like to make sane supplementing 
contents now. 

Q Yes, please do that. 

A A long interrogation is attached to my affidavit dated 
21 November, 19U7. Tho interrogation was condicted about eight months 
previously, that is, on 27 March I9t*7. This interrogation was con¬ 
ducted in English, and the reoord of this interrogation also was 
written in English. I knar English well enough so that I understand 
questions jut to me in English in most cases, but I must say that 
the answors which I am able to give in English must be vory simplo, 
and therefore, an interrogation held in English is difficult and 
rather taxing for me. 

The interrogation lasted several hours, and if I an not 
mistaken, on this very morning when the interrogation was hold, I had 
already been interrogated in connection with another matter for sovoral 
hours. I saw the transcript of this interrogation which is vory long, 
as far as 1 remember for the first time on 21 November. That is to 
say, eight ronths after the interrogation took place. In the mean¬ 
time, a lot of interrogations took place so that I am not able to 
remember the details of the interrogation dated 27 March very well. 

I was only gi*en an opportunity after 21 November to look at the 
long transcript, to read it, and ponder over it. In the course of 
this, I found out that the transcript in various points does not re¬ 
produce ay answers in the fora in which I would have made then if I 
had been able to give ay answers in ay own time, and if I had been 


5 May UMW3-9 & 10-2-Sanler (int. ReischerJ 
Canaission — Farben 


able to think my answer over carefully. V,<n I should like to make the 
following ccraients . 

First, my second, and at the sane time, my last visit to 
Auschwitz was made at the end of 3toy, 19U3- In the courso of this 
visit, my opinion was confirmed that mass cremation of people that 
had been killed before, were taking place in tho concentration camp 
Auschwitz which was several kilaaeters away. I cannot remember 
whether, at that time, I already found out that the victims had been 
gassed before being cremated. I knew for cortain that I discussed 
the information I had gathered about mass cremations in tho concentra¬ 
tion camp of Auschwitz with several gentlomon after ray Inst visit to 
Auschwitz, end this visit took place at the end of May, 19U3. 

The socond point. I au certain that I intondod to speak to 
Tor Heer and Ambros concerning these natters; but today I boliovo 
that such a discussion never actually took plnco, and probity tho 
reason for this was that thoso two gentlomon, during tho months fol- 

• 

lowing this visit, were not availablo for a priveto confcronco. As 
far as I remember. Airing tho sumor of 1?U3, Dr. Tor iioor was nbsont 
a groat deal. At the beginning of Sept«aber he went on a trip to 
Italy. It was always difficult to contact Dr. Anbroa during this timo 
bo cause he was on trips continually. J also traveled froquontly, 
and during this timo I was also on leave for several weeks. 

Tho third point I want to make. The opinion that I hold 
now, that I did not have an opportunity to discuss those natters 
with those two gentlomon in private conforonccs, is confinnod by tho 
fact that I cannot ranbor, in any way, any contonts of any such 
discussions that I night havo had. If I roally had had such a con- 
fcrcnco with these two gentlcnen, I aa sure that tho answer that 
they would Ikxvo given no, or at loast tho contents of such discussions 
would havo stuck in ov oeaory in sone way. 

Tho fewrth point, ifor thoughts at tho timo certainly *.*oro 

9 

conscious of the fact that if 1 had informed thoso two gentlcnon, 
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5 M?y M-4WB-9 & 10-3-Raaler (Int. Rcischer) 

Cceimission - Farben 

% 

the situation vaild not have changed in tho least. It mould not 
have boon possible to level a cmrlaint, for if this had boon the 
case, all pooplo that had boon talking about the cremations in tho 
concentration canps would certainly have boen sent to a concentra¬ 
tion camp because of spreading rumors that wore inniaical to tho 
Roich. Furthermore, the cremation of hinan beings in tho concentra¬ 
tion camp of Auschwitz had absolutely no connection with tho Fnrbon 
plant in Auschwitz. In uy opinion, thoso Inman beings who vroro 
cremated in the concentration camps woro cortoinly not workers of 
tho Farben plant in Auschwitz, but they voro pooplo who wora trans¬ 
ported to tho camp from sooowhoro also. 

Tho fifth point. In my intorrogntion with tho addod affid¬ 
avit MI-12610, I stated first of all ttat I did not remember to 
whan I gave any infomation about tho occurroncos in Auschwitz. I 
ropoatod "I Jo not remonbor this atatoaont" once more. I ansvorod 
to furthor urgont questioning that tho gontloraon Tor Moor and Aubroao 
wero among tho gontlooon, with *<s I might possibly havo talked 
about this infomation which was given to mo. ify lr.st answor was 
givon in English. "I do not roncabor, but I think I di<^ my boat 
recollection is that I spoko with Anbroso, Tor Hoor, Loohr, and 
Lanmort." 

Q Dr. Struss, may I ask you uhuthor you ovor sir^od tho 
interrogation datod 27 Ifcirch 19U7? 

A As far as I kna», null, I did not si gn it irmodlatoly. 

I initialled all tho pages, but oight months later, on 21 Nov„i,ibor. 

• Q 19U7? 

•* A los, 19U7. 

Q Yjs, that would be correct, according to tho photostat 
I havo before no. Then, do ye*i knew in which months of tho surauor 
of 19U3 Dr. Tar Hoor was on loavc? 

A V-all, I aa not sure, trit since both of us did not go on 
leave at tho same time, and since I had my leave in July, Dr. Ter 
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5 May 1 £-!Ub- 9 & 10-b-Rnler (Int. Relscher) 

Cc n aassion - Farbea « 

Moor probably went on loaro during the sonth of August. ' 

Q In the interrogation yew also mentioned a so-callod ro- 
port of tho Building Coanittoa. Hero these reports identical with 
the so-callod r/cekly Reports as »3ued by tho Frrbon plant in Ausch¬ 
witz? 

A I do not kn ou anything about those weekly reports. I 
assume that they were completely internal reports, while officials 
of tho local authorities usually attended tho mootings of tho Baild- 
ing Committee or receivod reports of it. Tho nootings of tho Building 
Canmittoo occurred at longor intervals. 

Q I bog your pardon for interrupting you. I do not nood 
all of theso dotails. Give do a very cloar statonont to tho offoct 
whether or not thoso weekly roports wore identical with tho roports 
of tho Building Ccmsittoo. 

A No, they woro not. 

Q Tf«ro any of thoso roports of tho Building Caamittoo sent 
to Frankfurt, to tho TSA office there? 

A Reports of theso sixteen or soventeon mootings wore 
rogularly sent to tho TSA office in Frankfurt. 

Q t/oro nny of those roports on tho matters of this Building 
Canmittoo submit tod to !Ir. Tor iloor, and did ho over road them? 

A I havo tostifiod concerning this boforo. I boliovo I 
said that according to Dr. Tor Hocr's usual manner of worieing, I con¬ 
sider it impossible that Dr. Tor Moor road thos*. reports. 3y con¬ 
sulting the offico manager, It. U^aort, I faind out that ho rocoivod 
theso roports at tho TEA offico, and subnittod them to ac rogularly. 

s 

Mr. Lojxicrt docs not believe that ho subnittod than rogularly to Hr. 

% 

Tor Hocr. 

Q Can you ploaso toll oc whore those Building Ccmittoo ro¬ 
ports woro filod? 

A They wero filed at tho TSA offico, and not in tho offico 
of Dr. Tor User which was on tho floor above. 




5 Sfcy liQ-iWB-9 & 10-$-5& a lor (int. Fischer) 

Cemission - Farbon 


Q Porhaps ye*i romenber that you said, in your interrogation, 
on pa go 5, "it is possiblo that tho reports voro filod m tho TEA of¬ 
fice or in Or. Tar Hoor's office." 

A Tou trill probably understand why I made such an ambiguo" s 
statement in tho course of ay interrogation, bocause I myself had 
nothing to do with filing of docunonts or anything of that sort. 

But, in tho ooantiBo, I asked tho office manager, as I said bofero, 
and I was convinced that thoy woro roally filod in tho TEA offico. 

Q Thafs all, thank you. Tho last quostion in this connocn^ 
tion. Did tho TEA got any reports on tho reports of tho Building 
Cccnittoo? 

A Mo, nov^r. 

Q Will you ploaso turn to pego 10 of your intorr03ction? 

A Qornan or English? 

Q Ploaso look at tho Outrun copy. Would yew turn to pago 6 
ins toad of pego 10, pago 6 of tho Qoman copy. Thoro, in tho raiddlo 
of tho pago, right below tho words "pago 10 of tho original", thoro 
you will find an answor, and I quotot 

■Tho labor situation was tho most important problem." Thoso 
words aro vndorlinod in tho copy t.vst I h,-vo. Jlay I ask you now, did 
you yoursolf under lino thoso words and Just what did yew moan by tho 
sontonco? - 

A I could not havo done tho underlining sinco I am not tho 
author of this document. What I noant to say with this suntonco is 
tho following: If ono wants to build a hugo, new plant, tho most 
inportant things aro: a plain which cannot bo flooded, "ood oatjr 
conditions, good transportation conditions and tho cosy availability 
of coal and othar raw materials for the sito. Now, after all the30 
questions had boon solvod in an exemplary manner in Auschwitz, now, 
of courso, tho procuring of common labor, and also white collar 
workers, became a problem of major importance. That would have boon 
a problem net only in Auschwitz, but at any other building sito in 
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5 Uay U8-M-:?P-9 & 10-6-R.aler (Int. RaSachor) 

Cconia Sion - Parben 

Goraany at that particular tico. 

Q Did the technical cce&ittoo, tho TEA, have anything to 
do with the procurement of labor? 

A Ho, not with the procurement of labor. 

Q Hill you please turn to page 15 of tho original, or page 
10 of tho Goman translation. Thore it roads that you hod hoard about 
killings in tho concentration canp of Auschwitz. Nor, nay I ask- you, 
did you undertako cry stops at all in ordor to verify this ihfomation 
that you got? 

A *03, I did overything that was possible at tho ttoo. 

First, I liatonod to foreign radio stations, in ordor to find out 
-hothor nows of thoso things had clroa# got into foroign countrios. 

But I had no succoss whatever. 

«• 

I corals sionod one of tho gcntlonon of Farbon who wont to 
Spain, and also anothor gontlonon of Ffcrbon who undo a trip to Switzor- 

land, to find out Airing thoir stay in those foreign countrios whothor 

• • 

or not pooplo thore know anything about atrocitios in concentration 
cenps. Thoso gontlonon cano back and told no that nobody know any¬ 
thing abroad. 

14 Can you porhaps givo bo tho naraos of thoso two gontlunon? 

A Tho gontlonon who wont to Switzerland was tho Prokurist 
of FCrbon, a cor tain Plot tow, but 2 cannot rwoiiur tho nano of tho 
gcntlcrain who wont to Spain. 

Q According tc your stataionts, you found out, in 19li2 by 
specking to a laborer on c train trip, and in 19h3 you heard fren an 
enginoor about cronations and atrocitios in the concentration canp 
Auschwitz. Now, except for thoso tiro casos, did you over hoar anything 
olso about thoso atrocitios? . 

A No, never. In this interrogation, I already statod that 
i asked all tho gentlencn who cane to so from Auschwitz whothor or 
not they knew anything about crenations and killings in the concentration 
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5 Hay U8-iH®-9 U 10-7-Ranlor (int. Roischor) 
Conaaission - Far ben 


canp Auschwitz. They always answered in a negative or at least ttoy 
ovaded the question. 


i 
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5 liayJif -^-C J-ll-l-Hasdnrf-(Rcischer )- 
Court 6 caso 6 Cotuissicn 

Q In thn statements that you Mde t »diy here, also in the int^rro- 
gatiun and in the affidavit, y^u told us that you had investigated the 
whole natter once mxn yen found cut thzt you did nut discuss the atr^ 
citics with Dr. Terser — the atrocities ab-wt which you fnind nut rftcr 
ycur visit to Auschwitz? 

A *as, that's what I said. 

G Now no know that in Novecfcor 19h7 you spoke to Dr. T.-naoor 
when horns there «n loave fre Nuernb*r«. Now nay I ask you, <tid you 
in the course «f a conference in Orieshein in November 19Ji7 — dirt yw 
also touch uDcn those natters in a c-nfnrcnco with Dr. ?« m.ur? 

A Tea, but only very briefly, with a very, very few scntt-ncos. 

The whole discussion didn't oven last two ninutos. 

0 Can you f iw mo ary sort of .totalis about this little discussion? 

A No, I'm s-ny, I can't but it was lik* this: In those two days 

I had vary taxinr and technical confonmcus with Dr. Twrnoor and I certain¬ 
ly cun t be expoctod ronesber and to rupr«xiuco ovory word, in detail. 

I believe definitely that it also nay Mvo iuq-penod i„ the very way that 
Tcnaecr nontionod la his examination horo before the court. 

na * n ** J?n)T! Thank you; no further questions. 

DR. KOfTVAie/: Dr, Hoffaann for Anbros. 

DIRECT: MC/J.HV.TZDN (Cmtinuod) 

. DR. ERNST S TT3JSS 

BI DU. HOFFVaNN: (for Anbros) 

Q Htncss > 1" comection with the Dccunent NI-12610 that you have 
at hand, I would like tnask ycu the following quostins: A ^ havo 
a very few qwwticns. I shall .rOy touch upon the subject: about 191-3, 
after ycu know, as you stated, that , assinns *nd subsequent crcmti-ns 
had taken place, or were takinj placo. 

In connectim with this,ryou said in yrur interrr^aticn that you 
ha<i else mremorf or, shnU „ „ r> that y „ ^ ^ ^ 

«* »» w Question is: Co you 

Ple«e tell „ the «snt hour you woru supposed to hare told it to *nt, 

13575 


5 May. I 18 -K-G J-U-2-Kasdorff- 
Court 6 case 6 Co nr d s aion 


a Kell, 1 believe I gave a detailed statement in connection with this 
today. Now, first of all, I would like ycu to consider that this question 
which «!il not crac to ny nind for four years that this question was 
put to mo in the c-->urso of a very lore- and very difficult cr'.ss tot.^ai- 
nation and I have just said today that I rtr.n't even believe that I tell 
Dr. /jahres about that at all, sirply for the reason because I was not 
ablo to reach him tat the tiae. 

(* Witness, I have definitely understood what you said bof«»ro but 
will ycu pleasa permit bo this snail quosti.«. Now answer first ques¬ 
tion is, can yru tall no tho exact hour at which you spoke to <xibr «? 

A Mo. 

Q Can you give too the exact day and tho exact yoar? 

A- Mo. But to this I would like to cxxjent the following! I 
probably would have a bettor possibility of telling you if I had ny notes 
but of c* urso ry notes "ere taken away froa uu a year ago. Ihit vovun 
if I had those fliarioa I couldn't possibly give you either tho day or 
the exact time. 

Q Mow, if ycu aro not able to »*Jvt us aithor tho day nor the 
exact tins, how can you arintain this statowant that you told jjnhros 
about that ft ell? 

a I don't understand that. I think that I gave you a collate 
answer: Mo, 

C{ Shank you. 

DR. HOTfltfiNN: Now, Kr. Coenissit nor, I an now deputizing for 
Dr. Soldi, whi is dofending Dr. Duorrfold. 

Q And in connection with this, witness, I would like to l si; yr>uj 
Did ycu aver hear anything fren Dr. Duerrfeld about mass crtriations 
in the concentration canp, or gassings? 

A No, never. 

Q Did ycu perhaps talk to hin about those natters after yru had boon 
inf croud that these things were going on? 
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« I don't thin* I could possibly htvo had an opportunity to do 
that. That is s ay, I mist say no. 

P3. HOFIM/.NN: Then I have no further questions. Thank ym. 

CRC6S EXMfDQkTDW 
DR. ERNST fTCUSS 

BY MP. OCftill: 

C< Dr. Stmss, when Dr. Borndt cn cross examination asked you whether 
ycu liad any corr'.-cti.'ns or chances to nako with respect to Exhibit 1876, 
MI-12610, you testified as to changes. New, do I correctly und» rstan-1, 

Dr. Struss, that you were reading fren a prewired written stat»«cnt 
when ycu testified to the changes? 

/. -os, that's correct. 

ll Dio you sh-nv that prepared written statement tc Dr. Bemdt 
or any ether Defense before you took tho witness-stand today? 

A *os, I did. . 

Q Sc wo're entirely clear abcut this - 

Da. HOnittUVi I would liko toaak Pr<»secutor also to let the 
witness state to which othor Defenso Counsels he showed it. 

0 r ill ycu please indicate with which Defenso Councol you discuss¬ 
ed your prepared stateaqiit- that you road this nomine? 

A I did not <:ivo ay statement to any <w*i of tho Defenso Counsel. 

I only discusser it with B C mdt and Dr, Hofftuann. 

Q Did ycu show them the prepared statement that you nmd into tho 
record this no min?? 

A Jes, I did. 

Q And you discussed that prepare-! statement, is that ri/Jit? 

A I'n sorry I didn't understand tho quosti -n. 

0 I say: And ycu discussed tint prparnd statement whith Dr. Borndt? 
And, tor.. Dr. Bornomnn? Is that ri^ht? 

A Nr, I didn't. 1 estcrcay afternoon. But I beliove I *<nly dis¬ 
cussed it with Herr Bomesann, but the state»*mt, of course, I \tr>-to 
up qysulf. 
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Q I'a afraid I don't understand y-xi, Dr. Struss, or you den't 
understand mu. ^ct nt see if I can put the jitsticn siaiply. We agra® 
that this morning on cross examination by Dr. lieradt you read tree, a 
prepared written state cent, is that right? 

A Yes, that's right. 

Q And we also agree that you discussed that written staWnent. 
with It, Berndt and Dr . Pornenann before y>u took the witness stand 
this morning, is that right? 

A Well, 7. don't bolievo I did that this morning. I think it 
was ynrtoruay, but I supp «e that is the mm thing. 

Q That's right. Before you got on the witness stand? 

I. Y«a, that's right. 

Ij Now, dc* you know, Dr. Struss, that y<u were boing called for 
tho purpose of having the defense conduct your cress oxjuainntion? 

Did you know that? 

t. I assumed that the Prosecution would cress examine no on this 

quosticn. 

0 *The told you that the Prosecution would cross caaaino you 
today? 

a fno cf the gantlccxn of tho Dof-mso. 

«4 ?*hich -ontlmcn? 

A I'm sorry, I don't know *iich me of the Wo eentlonon it was. 

(] "hen you say one of tho two gentlonun, do y> u noan elthur Dr, 
Bomdt or Dr. Bamemann? 

A Tm, one of theta. 

Q And ttay told you that the Prosecution was gcii*' to c**iss 
cxaoinc y?u to lay, is that ri^ht? 

a Xes, that's what they told a... 1 heard that anuwny. 

C * *nd based on what they told ycu, y..u the roup cn discussed with 
them the written statement that you read inti the record this w-min.;, 
is that right? 
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Q I -k»n't know "hither we understand ■<ich ether. It is correct 
that I discussed ay written statement with these two C cntlcaen but we 

don t call that arguments Urn or discuss in.’. Mh speak - 

fj Ho, ay questi.jn. Dr. Struss, is that you discussed this with 
Defensa C-wnsel, Dr. Bemdt or Dr. Borncaanu after they told y tu that 
the Prosecution was froir* to cross examine- you and not the Defense 
is that correct? 

A 1 oust admit that I don't knrw anythin,, about th.so lo».al 
detain Is. I don't know anythin about that. I was never before in 
a trial, or a witness in a trial, ond I really don't know anythinr. 
about those tiny differ nccs - 

<] I'm sorely asking you what Dr. B nvlt or Dr. Bomcnann tola you. 
I'd not undertaking any ropr-ach or any criticism in any manner. I'm 
only inquiring, i nd my qu^stim is: As I correct, do I correctly under¬ 
stand that Dr, B'-mlt or Dr. Bomomwin told y »n that the Prosocution 
was K-'in* to cross examine you today and havin K told you that, yuu 
then discussci with then your pro pared stat«#wnt? 

Do I crrroctly understand that to lave been tho situation? 

/- No, no. Ho, I really don't ur*ierst*j»rt what you mean. 

C« ^»t mo take it step by step. Are wo a,;rcod that oith.r Dr. 
^Berndt or Dr. Bomoaann told you that the Prosecution was poinr: to 
cross examine you tMay? Is that rifht? 

/• 1 urvtoratoM these twe^ntluecn in such a way that today I 
would br crass chained by tho Prosecution as well os by the Dof.nsc 
That is how I unde stood things to b*-. 

4 WcU » Ut ' s * Qt on * J"«* affidavit arvi interrogation. y ru 
wore .oasdned on 27 -<arch, '1,7, in the afternoon, is that ri^ht? 

A 4s, that's riKht. 
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Q Do you recall olio was present at that oxenination? 

* Yes. 

Q TTho? 

A You were thoroi Ur. Kauptnann, •— . • 

Q Is ho a Goman spoaking interrogator? 

* Yos. 

Q (Inaudiblo) 

A las, yos, and a secretary. 

^ Anyone also? . • 

A And a socrotary, Hiss Strockor, who did not spoak.Goman. 

Q Now, voro you askod whothor yeu had ary objections to 

« • 

boing intorrogatod in English? 

A Ios, I was askod that. I boliovo so at loast. 

Q And what did you say? 

A I boliotu that I did not raise any objections. Curtrinly 
I didn't, for aftor all I had boon interrogated noro than a hundrod 
timos in English since tho Spring of 191i5. .* 

Q That's a hindrod tines boforo this interrogation of 27 
March 19U7? 

A Yos, that's what I noan, 

Q ffow, Dr. Struss, do yai roonll that at tho tine of this 
interrogation tho interrogator told ytw as follows: "Ploaso do not 
undertake to answer any quostion that you do not understand. 1 '? Did 
tho interrogator nako such a atatenant to you at that intorrogetion? 

A Cortainly, and I also understood all tho questions very 

woll. 

Q Now thon, did ycu on occasion when you found it difficult 

* • • 

to oxpross yourself in English, did you undertake then to jivj an 

answor in Geman off tho rocord to Dr. Hauptaann? 

0 

A Yes, that's what I did. That's happened sovoral tinos. 

Q And after y<xi otprossod yourself in Geman to Dr. Kauptiann 
did wait hen put it on the record in English and ask you whether that's 
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a fair statement in translation? 

A Yos, that's what happened. 

Q |M*, then, I aa shewing you. Dr. Struss, the original of 
Do orient NI-12610, which is Exhibit 1876, which contains your affid¬ 
avit and the interrogation. Non will you ploasd toll no r/hothor or 
not you havo initialed every single pago of that interrogation of the 
docunont you havo before you? 

Yos, I did. On the 21st of November 19b7, oight months 
aftor the interrogation took placo, I initialed ovory singlo page. 

^ Now, on that datod, 21 November 15*1*7, did you also nako 
tho changos on that interrogation in your own handwriting? Plonso 
look at tho docunont. 

A Yos, I nado sovoral corrections which concornod semo vory 
obvices orrors in typing. 

Q Do you recall tho circuastcncos under which you undo tho 
statonont in Novonbor 19U7 which constitute tho first two pagos of 
tho document? Eb you rocall thoso circunstancos? 

A Yos. 

Q Toll no what thoso circunstancos woro? 

A I was horo in Nirnborg. I was baing cross oxaninod in 
court. And on that day you called no — 

Q Wero you boiM cross oxaninod by tho dofondent Tor lioor 
in court on that day? 

A On tho 21st of Novcrtoor? No, I d>n«t rcmtnbor. I don't 
think so but I can't say that just like that. I only know that you 
at that tine askod no to cono into your chanbors and you askod no 
whothor 1 had disaissod thoso things with ET. Tor lieer concorning 
the fact whether or not ho know about thoso things in Auschwitz, and 
then I gave y<w thi3 vory short affidavit. 

Q Did you volunteer tho information which is contained in 
paragraph 3 of the affidavit? Did you volunteer and undertake to 
tell mo of yair discussion that ycu had with Dr. Ter ileer in Frankfurt 
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on 1 Novccbcr 19U7? 

A That is cjiito 'possible Yos, J boliovo I did tint 
voluntarily. 

1 Q Do you recall — . 

A After all, I C ave — I noan I uaa interrogatod, and 
ovary interrogator always askod no whothor I was not making vy 
statononts voluntarily and I always said yos and I probably did 
that in this case too. 

Q ''all, lot bo rocall to you 21 Novctiber 191,7, when you 
cane into try office. Is it corroct. that ycu cano into ay offioo 
aftor you finishod your tostinony ns a witness boforo tho Tribunal? 
It was after you concluded your tostinony, is that right? 

Yos, I«n suro that that's right, but I'n afraid I can't 
roaoobor in dotail, though I'n suro that's right. 

^ Do you rcccobcr tolling no and Dr. Hoilbrum that you 
woro surprisod to soo Tor Moor at Frankfurt on 1 Novonbor 191,7? 

A Yos. ‘ 

Q And did yoi toll ue thon as to what Impponod whan you saw 
Tor Moor in FrcnkAirt, on 1 November I 9 U 7 ? 

A I'n sorry, I didn't quito un dors tend thrft quostion. 

Q I say, did you toll noinrv offico, and toll Dr. Hoil- 
brunn, of ycur discussions in Frankfurt on 1 Ifovonbcr 191,7? Did you 
undertako to toll us about that yoursolf? 

A fall, no. I don't renorbor at all Just how tho ovonts 
succoodod oach other. I know that I was in your offico — 

Q Koto you thoro for any foroal interrogation? 

A Wall, yos. I certainly thought that ttat wes a fomal 
interrogation — snail, but ’foroal — and if I ronenbor corroctly, 
subsoquent to that, or evon just before, you showod no this long 
interrogation datod Ibrch '1,7. That's what I rcceubor. 

. Q Now, just chan I showed yen the interrogation of Ibrch 
'U7, did I toll y <n that wo could not locato tho original that you 
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signed in Karch 191*7 - the copy containing your signature? Ij it not 
a fact that at that tino I showed yw a copy of tho transcript and 
gavo you tho copy and askod ycu to road that copy and to initial tho 
pagos if thoy wore corroct? Is that what occurred then? 

AT On tho 21st of Novonbor, yos, that is exactly -..-hat hap¬ 
pened. Just tho way you described it now. 

Q And yoi did road through very carofully the interrogation, 
tho copy that was givon to you of tho transcript, dldyou? 

A Tos, certainly, I road through it carofully, but you 
certainly nust understand, in spite of that, that such a long intor- 
rogation which had takon placo oight months prior to this particular 
tino and which was givon to no without any sort of preparation and 
any sort of documents, certainly Just by roading tho transcript ono 
couldn't possibly catch all tho discrepancies.. 

Q Mow, Dr. Stress, do you roooll that yax did sign this 
intorrogation boforo 21 Novcnbor 19U77 Do you recall that? 

A No, I don't renaabor. 

Q Will you dofinitoly say that you did not sign tho inter¬ 
rogation baforo 21 Kovonbor 19U7? ^ 

A No, I wouldn't say that, 

Q You are definite though that on 21 fevenbor »2i7 I fjavo you 
a copy of tho intorrogation, not tho original but c copy of tho 
transcript? 

A Yos. 

Q And I told yen then, did 7 not, that wo could not locate 
tho original that you had signed? Did I toll you that? ' 

A Iin sorry, 7 don't raaenbor. 

o 

Q Did ycu got a copy of tho intorrogation that you signod? 

A Yos. 

0 Dr. Stress, da yew say new or can you toll no whothor or 
not in your opinion tho intorrogation is a correct reproduction of 
tho questions and answers that wore nado on 27 torch 19 Jj 7? I'n 
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asking you as to tho corroctnoss of tho reproduction. 

A Tos, it is a correct reproduction, but I must say in con¬ 
nection with this that it is oxtroaoly difficult to answer questions 
that are being pit to ono in such a way — as ono would possibly 
have done if ono would havo aado tho statements voluntarily and rith- 
ext answoring questions. Thorafore, in this very long transcript 
thoro aro a whole lot of things that are roprosontod with a wrong 
slant. I*n not saying, of courso, that tho Prosocution is to blauo 
for that, but only that this, of courso, lios within tho substanco 
of tho natter. Such an interrogation could novor roproduce exactly 
whit I would havo said about those very sano things if J could havo 
smdo a voluntarily froo statooontj but thon, of courso, I do not dony 
that tho transcript is definitely corroct. 

THE COlfilSSIOHER: ’ Hr. Anchan, itis 1230. Bovo you got 
Just a littlo more? 

MR. AlCHANs A littlo uoro w^ild ual^o it a oonvoniont broak- 
ing off place, yos. 

Q Dr. Struss, is this a fair stetenent of. ycur tostlwony? 
Exhibit 1876, NI-12610, is an accurato and corroct reproduction of 
tho interrogation that took placo on 71 torch 19*7, is that correct? 

■ A Yq 3 . 

Q Mow, do I'understand year testimony to bo that on further 
rofloction ycu would havo nado difforont answors than you ,-iado on tho 
dato of that interrogation? Is that tho substanco of your tostinony? 

A T33, yos. That>s Just what it is. This ftirthor and exact 

• J* S' 

• a % ^ * • 

rofloction I was only ablo to have — that is, I wrs only ablo to havo 
poaco for that after tovenbor 19*7 and I used ny tit»o to rofloct 
vory carofblly. How in sovoral points I would havo to say that I 
arrived at different results. However, that in no nay contradicts 
tho substanco of tho origiitl interrogation. 

Q tow, ono or two ix>r\3 things before wo rcco3s. This inter¬ 
rogation of 27 torch 19*7 was boforo tho indictnont was filed, is 
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that corrects 

A Yos, I think that was boforo. I boliovc that tho duo dato 
of filing tho indictoont — I don't ronaibor the exact dato. I 
don't know. 

** Wo 11 , at ary rate, thoro was no indictnont in cxistonco 
at tho tine you wero interrogated on 27 March 191*7? You know >f 
nono? 

A You certainly will know tho dato for filing tho indiet- 
r.ont ouch bottor than I do. I don't know this dato. 

Q Woll, I knc»j tho dato. I in asking yai whathor you saw or 
know of any indictnont at tho tino you woro intorrogatod on 27 March 

19U77 

A I don't think that it was in existence, but you cortr.inly 
mist understand that in tho course of all thoso interrogations and 
oxaninations that I wont through I really didn't havo ii in my mind 
to bo caroAil whothor it was boforo or aftor filing tho indiotnent. 

I novor bothcrod about legal points liko that. 

Q Hon, aftor your interrogation did you discuss tho sub- 
Joct matter of tho interrogation with any Dofonso attornoy, any do- 
fondants, t r any employ cos of Farbon? 

A Ha. Only aftor tho 21st of Novaibor, aftor I had qy 
o»m signed copy of this transcript at hand, only thon I talkod with 
sovoral gontlcnon. Boforo that thoro was only that very short con- 
foronco with Dr. Tor Moor, about which I undo stataionts horo. 

HR. AMC&N: I think wo oan suspend now and recess until 

1«30. 

THE COHMISIONER: Wo'll nrn it a littlo ovor* Woill rocoss 

until 1:1*5. 

Tho C<xnission will tako a re cos s until 1:1*5. 

(Tho Can is sion in rocos3 until 13U5 hours.) 
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TH6. JlftHSrinL: Thu comission is again in session. 

TH£ CU al SSI If JR: You nay proceed with the examination. 

WU STPUSS rcarasud the stand for further 

CROSS UAMDU.TI'W 

BY MR. AICKAW: 

Q Dr. Struss, you mentioned that y»m wore examined 100 times 
beferr this oxaoinatirn cf 27 March 191i7, is that rieht? 

* i included in this figuro tho interrogations of 1915, *n<l there 
were numerous intarr Rations then. course, I can't say far certain, 
but I believe it was very near 100 iatom.jjaticns. 

0 Nn», Dr. Struss, is this a fair statenent of the s tatement, 
that after ycu were •OKdltad by the Cffico of Chiof of Counsel, an 
affidavit was prepared fer your signature, ml that affidavit incorporated 
the •ssontial p. ints of tho intorrogrtion. Is that a fair statement 
of the pr-jeodure that took placo with rosouct to the interrogation and 
affi.lavita axecutod by you? 



a /.n you roforrlnc to tho interromti-si in March, or the con for once 
in Novenber? 

(] First I an asking you about the general practice which prevailed 
in connection with all affidavits that year g-m.rally executed. Vos that 
prewhu-o that I deacribod followed with rospect to your affidavits? 

A I world liko to ask you to simplify that questicn. I m a Praia 
I do not quite s.e it in contact. 


that if natters stood 


. «, Do you recall that after tho interrogation of 27 March 19/i7, yr U 
executed cn affidavit which ^c^m^ho substance of the matters eli- 
cite^l in that Intorrn^Uf^^^^qTP^&Nhat? 

A No, I can't 
at s>ich a point, 1 

this document MI 15286, which wn offorin 
in evi.lenco as Pmsocution Exhibit 23L3. 


novo arroc 

■ '■'/ 
A That this statement* 1 
c : I show yn U , i» r . Si 
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New will you please lo^k at the original of that document and tell roe 
just what that is? 

D?. HOFTWANt ar. Cooaissioner, this is Dr. Hoffman for Ambros. 

I would like to use this opportunity t>. object against the submission 
of this affidavit, This affidavit is dated April 19U7. The Prosecu¬ 
tion has closed their case, in chief, besides the Prosecution has already 
submittal their rebuttal documents and non thoy submit this document 
sayiiv that tnoy rented to verify whether cr not this is a document which 
the witness has authored in April, 19b7. Now I do not believe 
Prcsocuti-w tas the right to submit documents like that after having 
closed their case in chief. I would like to make this statement for 
the record, so that the Tribunal can ncko r. decision. 
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l~<> -VEK.MI: Defense counsel in our vim? is entiroly wrong in his 
basic proviso .'nich socos to bo that wo nay not show a witness on cross 
examination nr.; n at dociucnts, and that wo nay not of for through cross 
examination any documents. This particular docujo.it, wo gather from 
the testimony, just what the nature of it is, and tho use to which we 
ore putting it for purposes of cross examination, 

DR. 2UIs I5ay I only very briefly say, in answer to that, I am 

convinced that tiio Prosecution knons more about procedural rules than 
I, but fraa tho practioo of trials horo I think that tho Prosecution is 
only permitted to sutc*it a document liko that for identification, but 
not as ho docs to offer it in cvidonco, and that is what I object against, 

iS. AiEHAlf: '.Yell, I think exi this document m could accommodate 
dofonso, and I trill withdraw the offor in evidenoo and will Just have 
that document ua'-ked for identification. 

DR. Ho objoction. 

.B. .MEKM!: Is counsol withdrawing his fornor objoction? 

DR. WFFliH: ]0s, counsel is withdrawing his objoction as far as 
this concerns the subaission of this document in cvidonco. 

% 

Q. Dr. Struss, could you tell us what that document is? 

A. This document is an excerpt of tho very long interrogation dated 
27 Ijirch. 

Q. I beg pardon. Dr. Struss, did you soy that document is an excerpt 
of an interrogation? 

A. Ar. excerpt of a long interrogation, yos. Tho interrogation that 
wo talked about this turning. 

Q. One oouent. Dr. Struss, that document consists of how' many 
pages? 

A. It consists of four typewritten pages. 

Q. Typewritten pages. Hon that is an affidavit of yours, is it not? 

A. Yes, it is. 

Q. 3hat is the date of that affidavit? Look at the last page. 

A. The 7th of April, 19U7. 
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corarrssioK 

Q. .’oid in whose handwriting is that date? 

A. That is in py oon handwriting. 

Q. Arc there any chinge 3 on the first pago of that docuaont? Any 
changes in the typoirritten part? 

A. Ho, but I personally node a few short corrections. 

Q. And in that affidavit in your am handnriUng? 

A. The corrections are all in ay wm handwriting. 

Q. How, did you oako any corrections hero as to details in your aim 
handveriting? 

A. Well, certain snail corrocUons ncro nedo in this docuncnt. I 
don't doubt that tl»o content just as it is today corresponds to the facts 
as far as I nos ablo to survoy then at the tiuo. 

Q. Hew, Dr. Si truss, is this a fair slatcvjnt? Tho docuaont which 
you havo boforo you, which is narked Prosecution Sxhibit 23k} for 
Identification, whether that docuaont is your affidavit of 7 April 19k7? 

A. Tiro r.uubor wtiich you have just read: I don't soo that nunbor on 
the document. 

Q. that nunbor do you soo on tho doexsaent? 

A. This docinont only shows tho nunber HI 15286. Thoro is no othor 
nunbor. 

Q. Now, in 15286, has been offored for identification as Exhibit 
23U3, and wo aro taring, aro wo not, about Docurent HI 15286? "0 aro 
talking about that docuaont? 

A. los, that is correct. 

Q. And you havo the original in your hand? Right? 

A. Yes. 

Cl. Is tliis a fair stateoent as to the nature of that docunont? It 
is your affidavit of 7 Apriii9li7, setting out tho facts contained in your 
interrogation of 27 Iferch 19U7? Is that a fair stateoent of the situation? 

.v. Tes, approximately. This docioint, of course, docs not reproduce 

all details, nor was that possible, but it certainly contains an 
approximate picture - a partial picture - of the interrogation of 27 : larch. 
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COiiJSSIOH 

A 

Ho doubt about that a 

Q. Do you recall new, Dp, Struss, whether at tjie time you signed 
this affidavit, HI 15266, Exhibit 23U3 for Identification do you recall 
whether at that tine you actually compared tho contents of tyat affidavit 
./ith the transcript of your interrogation of 27 larch 19^7? Do you rocall? 

A. Ho, I on sorry I cannot recall that, but of course there is no 
doubt that this affidavit, that is NI 15286, was signed by me on 7 of 
April, 19U7. 

Q. TTas it tho practice. Dr. Struss, uhon affidavits were submitted 
to you for your signature to make available to you the transcript of your 
interrogation so that you could check whether tie affidavit correctly 
incorporated the substance of your interrogation? .osn't that the practico 
followed with respect to you? 

A. Yes, it was always like that. I can caifirm that. It has never 
been handled in any different manner, nor do I criticize that in any way. 
But also frou tlxis affidavit on pago lj, I can soo—and I am roading in 
English. It says on pago 1*: in connection with the information that I 
gave to Dr. Tor leor and Dr. Ambrose: "I think I discussed the matter 
'/ith Dy. Ter iioor, Dr. Ambrose, Dr. Laaaoth and Dr. Lochr." Also in this 
case I only aentioned that I thought that it was like that at the timo. 

In no way did I make a positive statement. I would also like to point 
out once again that in the original interrogation, that is before that, 

I repeatod tirioe, "I don't reocaber". 

Q. Dr, 3truss, all I ao interested in finding out now is this, and 
you already aentioned it, that NI 12610, which is Exhibit 1876, that is 
the interrogation, you have already said that is a fair and accurate and 
correct transcript of what transpired that day, did you not? 

A, Yes, that is right, 

Q. And the affidavit which you have before you of 7 April 19U7, HI 
15286, which is CJiibit 23U3 for Identification, you 1 eod that carefully 
before you signed it, did you not? • 
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A Certainly. 

Q And you c~.dc changes in your own handwriting, did you not? 

A Yes, I did. These changes arc, of course, only ana 11 corrections*, 
but it is impossible, in the ease of a long interrogation which has already 
been concorfcrated in n docuncnt, to change it in such a way as if one had 
testified oneself. I have to ropoat again that I certainly acknowledge 
ny at-.tcoents, but on the other hand I oust also say that in the course 
of such a difficult interrogation in rtiich such eonplicatcd natters are 
discussed, it is cfiitc unavoidable that this or the other fonaulation 
isn«t quito the way it should bo. 

0 

4 

< h'oll, that is understandchlo. What I na interested in Just now, 
D r . Stiuss, is with respect to the affidavit, your affidavit of 7 April 
1947* M—15266. Did yju have a fair opportunity to nako any end all 
changes in that affidavit th-.t you wanted? Did jou hevo that opportunity 

given to you by the jrosecution? 

• • 

A Not altogothor. I would like to nontion a aanll oxanplo at 
this point which otherwise I would have not nontioned at all. I heard 
that my connections with D r . Aebros woro discussed hero from ny longthy 
interrogation. T he sc connections with D r . A nfrros merged fron tho 
interrogation in an entirely fnlso light, without ay nocossnrily having 
nado c false statement. Now if jcu had handled tho natters at thet 
tine in tho following ways if you had told no, "’.dll you please clarify 
your connections with Dr. Aebros" , then 1 would have done ao in ono 
sort once and I would have said, "ky relationship with Dr. Arab res was 

always pleasant and friendly. I never had any difficulties with him". 

• • 

Q Dr. St,russ, I think you are going c littlo bit far afield. 

A No. 

1 1 esking you — I withdraw that. Docs your testimony merely 
cone dorm to this: that had the interrogator askod you different 
questions you would have given different answers? Aro you trying to 
sr.y anything more than that? 
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A The line of qjostioning used in the interrogation partly 
do to mined tte answers beforehand; without cy aotually having mado false 
statements, ny relationship with Dr. Askros was ontircly misinterpreted 
by the Court. I wart to insist that this is not at all incorporated in 
this cxcorpt, and to that extent I therefore cannot say that this is a 
creplete oxcorpt from tho transcript of the interrogation. 

Q I an afraid I don’t understand you, »r. Struss. This affidavit 

0 • 9 

Of jours of April 7, 1947, W-15286, whi<h you signed on that day, is 
that a fair affidavit in connection with youn interrogation ef the 
27th of March 1947? Do you understand ay question? 

A Yes, I do. It is a fair statement concerning those points of 
27 Kerch which are incorporated in this document, but a cortain nurabor 
of points is not at all in thero. 

0 That is all 1 ac asking ycu. I an only asking you about tho 
interrogation of 27 March 1947, a m to make sure wo understand this 
affidavit of jours of the 7th April 1%7, NI-15286 — is that a fair 


reproduction end 


27th of March 1947? 


of the sub stare e of your interrogation of tho 


A I do not bcliovo so for 1 have Just discussed this matter, 
this very point whiii I. heard was discus sod at great length during tho 
trial.. This was one of tho erst important points cor.tainci in tho 
interrogation of 27 of March. This point was never montionod in tho 
document of 7 April as far as 1 cc-^d soe. Now if you ask mo — . 

1 mewont. Could you point out whnt portion ef the 
interrogation of 27 March 1%2, which is NI-12410, Exhibit 1*> — 

A Ropcat the numbers, plor.se. 

3 NI-1261C, Exhibit 1*76. .Tell me what portion of that 
interrogation which is important had been incorrectly incorporated in 
your affidavit of April 7th, MI-15286. 

A No, that is quite impossible. 

Q Lot ac put tho question another way. Show me what in your 
affidavit of April 7, 1947, -M-15286 is an incorrect summary of your 
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interrogation of 27 March 1947. What part of that affidavit is 
incorrect in relation to your interrogation of 27 March 1947 ? 

A The interrogation of 27 Karch lft7 contains 24 typewritten 
^ pages.- These 24 pages arc condensed t« fbur typewritten pages. I 

don't believe it is humanly possible for anyone to say what is includod, 

shall we say, in this condensation. Mow if yon ask ao • wtat is 

• • . • 

reproduced in NI-15286 is correct, then 1 say, yoa, that is corroct,. 

1 Now you testified on cross examination by Dr. Bemdt that 
after you lonrnod of the bad conditions at Auschwitz you took some stops 
in order to check whether or not whet you teard was true, and did I 
correctly understand you to say that ono of tho steps you took wes to 
liston to ferd^ radio stations to see if thoy reported on such bad 
conditions at Auschwitz. Did you so testily? 

DR.-WPFlWlifr'I cbjoct, Mr. Commissioner. This is D r . Hofltaann 
for Dr. Soldi, for the defendant Ducrrfcld in this ease. If 1 undorstoo4 
the witnoss correctly, ho said in his statement that ho had listonod 
to foroign radio stations bocauso he had found out that gassings and 
cremations wore going on in Auschwitz. Tho pirsocutor, I believe, may 
havo aisundoratood that. Ko nskod the witness whether hr listonod to tho 
foroigr. stations after ho hod hcafd about tho very bad conditions in tho 
plant in Auschwitz, I oako this objection for tho record, ploaao. 

BY MR.- AMCKAN: 

. 3 The witnoss can stato just what ho said and that is what I am 
intorcstod in firming out. Did you understani tho question? 

A Yes* * did* I didn t hoar anything r.beut bad conditions 

«• 

in the plant Auschwitz. My inquiries end investigations were mainly 
concorrad with finding out whothcr or not anythin about atrocitios at 
the concentration camp Auschwitz was kroKi abroad. The so investigations 
wore without result ir. overy case. 

3 I am interested in the naturo of the investigations that you 
undertook in your effort to ascertain whether or not whet you heard on 
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the train ride in the owner of 1943 about conditions in the Auschwitz 
concentration cacp were true. Mow first — 

A No. At that tine I dird't undertake anything at ell bocauso 
I considered these things to bo a very improbable moor. Only Rftor 
May 1943 when 1 visited Auschwitz ibr the secerri tine, did I try to find 
out, through U r . Flotow who nade a trip to Switzerland, whethor ttoso 
things wero known abroad. 

Q Just toll mo what irottouotlons you gave U r . Flotow and fix the 
time, if you can. 

A X can't tell you that today, but 1 assume that I told Ur. 

Flotcw that ho should liston around quito generally and sco whothor 
anything was known abroad about atrocities in Coman concentration camps, 

Q Itoo is Ur. Flotow? 

A Ur. Flotcw is a rrokurist of the Farbon Company. I had a groat 
donl of business with him. I don't know whethor ho appearod hore as 
a witness. 

Q What do partner* was he attached to? 

A Ho was working on intermediary products, and therefore ho had 
a lot to do tdth the big Arias firms. 

Q Was ho in ludwigshafon? 

a *• 

A No, ho worked in Frankfurt. 
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'v. How could you try to re-<cber a bit moro exactly just what 
you told Hr, 7lotew? Ton told hla to li B ton arrund, What do y*u noan 
"liston -p^und?" 

A. Holl, I certainly oust h*v« given bin Tory clear instructions. 

—oro io n" sen so In ny trying to recall the so things. Hill you ploe.so 
r on coho r h~v nany years ago that wao. That was five yoars ago today 
and it cortoinly isn't o-sy to roateber all thoco dotalla about *fclch 
I nevor took down any c~tos. But I ® suro that I gave him thoso instruc¬ 
tions during the • inner of 1943, and I also know for sure that nftor ho 
crao hade ho told no, "H^V'dy tar-ws anything." 

<*• How, Dr. "truss, I aa in no w^> txyi^ to cnhnrrass you in 
pny way. *ou undortook t~ roluntocr tho infonaati'n whon Ik. Borndt 
••as cross oxaalning you. Tou youreolf yoluntoerod tho lnforaation 
about tho stops you to“k and tho instructions you gavo to larhon omployoos 
to find out by chocking abroad whothor or not tho activities — or rather 
rtrocitios — in tho concentration canps -ctually oxlstod. How you volua- 
toorod that lnforaation. I ea trying to find A ut tho wholo story about 
what offorts you aado. H-w y'u nonticnod Mr. 7lotow as ono of tho pooplo 
whm jou asked to go abroad to Switzerland and find out whothor or not 
it vat true abouttho atrocitlos in tho Auschwitz Concentration Cnap. 

H ff yo I correctly undorctood your testiaony so far? 

A. Tos, only X did n-t send Hr. Fl"tow to Switxorland but Hr. 

71-tow wor.t to Switxorland to tako caro of sene businoea natters for 

Ppxbon and on that«cccsion I nskod bin to find ~ut whothor ho could hear 

•*b-ut any such things in Switxorland. 

r 

Q. And that was after y«ur second visit in Auschwitt? Ia that right? 

A. Yos, certainly. During tho cross oxaoination I also said thit 
?ftcr ny first vioit in Aiiacte/itx I did n"t undortoko to do anything, ox- 
copt for rsking people -wh" crao froa Aueebwitz , but I aontlonod that 
before. 

<i. H-v, Ik. Struss, In addition to Hr. Tlotow, wore thoro any othor 
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F?xben peoplo vho vent abroad when jru askod to chock and inquire whothoj- 
the ropertod fact*, -r noon, if yu will, ab : ut tho atr<*citios in tho 
Auschwitz concentration caap, wore true or not? Horo tho-o any othor 
people? 

A. Tec, I already nentlonod that I asked a non who wont to Spain 
to do tho saao. 3ut I cannot reoenbor who it was, 

h. And do you rocp.ll that he c«t back nnd gave you a roport? 

A. Tes. I rentnber oxactly thpt ho did not find out anything in 
Spain oithcr, , 

<<, How X want to bo sure I understood another portion of your 
tcetia-ny. I mdorst^od y-'u to any that yu yourself li*tonod to foroign 
radio etiti<n* in ordor to personally chock whothor any of tho runoro 
n b*ut tho Autehwits concentration crop woro true or not. Did I corroctly 
understand that to bo your tostls''ny7 

A, To*, that is corroct. 

Q, And did youliston t* tho foreign radio stations aftor your 
second visit to Auschwitz? 

A. Only thon; not boforo that. In gonoral, I was n-'t at all in- 
torostod in foroign radio stations, and I can rononbsrthat I only did 
that for a very sh"rt tine after ny second visit to Auactvitz, 

And whon yu coy you listonod for a vory sh"rt tiao, was that 
for tho expross purp-so of assuring yursdf as to tho truth or falsity 
of tho rinors in connection with the Ausdivitz Coneontrntion Crop? 

A. To*. I was tombly disturbed about the so things, and. it in 
under at pndablo thpt I triod to verify theso things in cooo way. 

*U ho further ouostions. 

3ECS0SS SXJWLIATIOH 

31 IP.. 3ZHHIES 

Q. Ik. Stress, did I talk to you during tho rocoss? 

AX He. 

£ho statcaOnt of your corrections or additions to tho Exhibit 1876 
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which ycu road this s'rning, wa3 that y'ur own atatooont? 

A. Shat wao ay 'vn st'teaent which I drow up all by nysolf in 
Frankfurt. 

la it correct that I t-ld you that gonorally tho prosocutor 
who calls seneono to the stand will askthis witaoss whether ho wants 
to nako a statenent or consent up-'n his affidavits; whether ho wants 
t" ncko corrections, etc. 

A. Yes,you said that. 

Q. Did I not also toll y«u that if tho prosecutor asks you 
that, thon you would havo your opportunity to road tho stntomonts? 

A. Yos, that is corroct. 

Q. Mow, slnco this did not happon this n-rning, I ayoolf asked you 
to road this. In oennoction with this Exhibit U76 I want to ask y-u a 
sh'Tt quostion. Mr. lachan said that this intorr'*gatl''n took placo 
«n tho 27th of March in th? afternoon. Voro yru intorrogntod only in 
tho nf to me on? 

A. n e . T- tho host of ay rocolloction, I also was intorrogatod 
f*r long hours and upon vory dlffioilt nattors which also disturbod 
no vory nuch. 

q. Will you pic.-so lo»k *t Exhibit 1676. Turn to Pago 14 of that 
exhibit, f tho Coruna version, that is. Shoro yeurVill find oortoin 
w*rdB on Pago 21 of tho original in question. I boliovo that you told 
us this u -ruing that your ossuspti^a is confirood by that. 

A. Yos, yes, I havo it. That is correct. * 

lb y^u lamr th->t I also havo subaittod affidavits of tho gontlo- 
non Loohr, Leoocth and 3ceker, and that they ccncora y-'ur statononts 
in Exhibit 1876? 

K2. A!CHAU: This is objoctod to. It’s inpreper to ask him about 
affidavits ho has about third parties. 

BY IH. 3ERHTO: 

^ Then I will havo to show theso affidavits to tho witnoss. I 

13597 




5 Key 4&^-SV-17-4~C-oylord (Hoiecher) 
Court 6, Caco S - Cenaiasion 


only asked tho witness once md not four tiaoo about tho sccao point as 
the proaooutor did Just now, 1 have to say th--t quito pufclloly. 

Outness is offerod documents.) 

Thcso aro doonents fron tho supplementary docuaont hook ef Tor 
Moor which vero oubaittod to tho Oeurt yesterday afternoon: Affidavits 
of Dr. Leo hr, Mr. Lcoaeth and Mr. 3c ckcr. 

A. Ik. loohr’a is on Pago 12. 

Q. Tos, I shall givo ymi tho members in a ainuto. How, witnose, 
perhaps you will first road the affidavit of Ik. Lochr and toll no vhothor 
you y-ursolf have any com on to to aoko with roforonco to this affidavit. 

MR. AMCHAHt If Tour Honor ploaso , tho rocord is in such a ohnpo 
that wo Cannot toll what docunonts wero handed t« thowitaoss or what 
tostio~ny is about. Por orderly procedure, in ordor that tho prosocution 
in addition to tho dofonso will kn*w exactly what is hqmponlng horo, wo 
oro asking tho dofonso to identify tho documents and if thcro is a copy 
wo w*uld liko to know what is goit^ on to - and act to hand documents to 
tho witnoss without giving tho prosocution copios or identifying t'noa 
Specifically, 

BY m. BSPHOT: 

‘u I havo just said th't I will givo the oxhibit members; that 
thcso oro documents which aro cental nod in tho siq>plooont«xy document 
book, v oluao H", Tor Moor. They aro ado it tod by the court into ovidon* 
aiid tho exhibit numbers aro 238, 276, and 277. In order to inform tho 
pr'socuter exactly, I aa n*w giving then to hln. Thoso aro tho throo 
last documents in tho voluao. Ik. Struss, did you road tho first affi¬ 
davit of Loohr7 
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A ? Page 12 through page 19. V7eU, these arc 7 
pages. I Just scanned through then. This gpnpcrns the 
Francolor. 

Q. Oh, I an sorry, I meant the last two pages. 

A. Just a minute. Yes, I have read it. 

Q. Do you have any comments to mjko about it? 

A. Yes. Dr. Lochr says here that in Auschwitz 
human beings were killed by gas thon cremated. 

LR. AliCHAW: Tie object on the ground that it is 
improper redirect and irrelevant to interiogate the 
witness by showing him affidavits of third parties and 
to ask him whothcr he agrees with the affidavits of such 
third parties. That is incompetent and improper examina¬ 
tion. H o can ask the x/itness directly about his own 
knowlodgo, but he cannot, in our view, ask the witness 
what his opinion is of a third paty's affidavit. 

DR. BERI.DT: I did not ask tho xritness Dr. Struss 
whether he agrees with tho statement of Dr. ioehr, but 
vory clearly I asked him whether ho had any comments to 
make about Dr; “oehr's statement. I bolieve that there 

^ . i 

is a difference and that tho question, the way I put it, 
is entirely permissible, as I have learned here in 
court. 

THE C01XIS3I0KER: Viell, the record is mado so you 
may proceed. 

BY DR. BERWDT: 

Q. Dr. Struss, if you have any comments to make, 
will you please make them now? 

A. Dr. Lochr here says, "I remember that Dr. Struss, 
on the occasion of a visit, reported about cremations of 
corpses which took place in the Auschwitz camp. Well, 
that's wrong. He, of course, means the concentration can- 
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Auschwitz. I don't really have any comments . 
that. 

Q. Alright. Mow, will you please look at the 
next affidavit. The affidavit by Lammeth. Will you please 
be kind enough to tell me the exhibit number which will be 
found in the indox, in front. 

A. Ter Meer exhibit 276. 

Q. Thank you very ouch. 

A. Mr. Lansacth denies here that I gave him this 

4 4 

information. I cannot say very much against that, for, 
after all, I said that was my best rccolloction. Now, if 
Mr. Lammeth himself says that I did not toll him, I cannot 
add anything. 

Q. Will you ploaso read tho last affidavit, the 
one of Mr. Becker, and will you please give me tho exhibit 
number? 

A. Exhibit nuobor 277. 

Q. 277, vory well. 

A. Mr. Becker writes that I never gave him any 
information on happenings in the concentration camp. That 
coincides with my own rocollection. 

Thank you. Furthermore you said that you were 
interrogated about 100 times. V/crc tho interrogations con¬ 
ducted in English or German? 

A. Well, that veiod. In 1945 I was inteirogatcd 
by Ur. V/cissbrodt very often. All these interrogations 
by Mr. Wcissbrodt were conducted in English, but many of 
the interrogations were also conducted in German. 

Q. Dr. Struss, you have been confronted with docu¬ 
ment 15-286. Its identifying number is 2343. This docu¬ 
ment, at least the version I have, is an Enclish version 
of this affidavit, of 7 April 1947. 
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• 

A. Well, the document which I had before me, I 
think it was in English, I don't know. Could you please — 
thank you. Yes, it is also in English. 

Q. I beg your pardon, would you please leave that 
document with the witness. Thank you. 

Dr. Struss, did you read this exhibit 2343 completely 
or did you Just read it very superficially? 

A. Y-ou mean 15-286? I just read them superficially, 
but I don't doubt that it is in order. 

Q. I Just have one question. This morning you 
made a statement concerning exhibit 1876. Is this state¬ 
ment that you gave this morning prejudiced in any way by 
exhibit 2343, so that now you might feel that you would 
like to change your ansner? 

A. No, in no way at all. 

Q. Y ou further said that in order to clarify mat¬ 
ters, you undertook two things. First, you listened to 
• • 
foreign radio stations, and secondly, you asked two gentle¬ 
men who went abroad to make inquiries. Non, may I ask you, 
did you have another possibility to have these things 
verified? 

A. I didn't see aiy possibility. 

Q. How will you please turn to exhibit 1876, the 
German version at the bottom of page 5. I&y I please read 
it to you . 

"Q. Uhen Dr. Anbros asked you to come, did he 
ask you to come as a representative of the TEA? 

"A. No. 

"Q. Did he ask you to come privately? 

"A. No. He.... 

"Q. Dr. Ambros, when he asked you to be present 
the meeting in 1942 in Auschwi tz, did he ask you first 
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your official capacity as representative of the TEA., and 
second, In your personal capacity as a friend of his, is 
that correct? 

■A. Y es, I believe that's how it was." 

Now, in connection with this, I just wanted to ask, 
because it sounds so funny that you said "No" to the first 
question as to whether you came there in your capacity as 
representative of the TEA. Then later on, you said that 
you were asked first in your official capacity as repre¬ 
sentative of the TEA. Y ou said exactly the contrary of 
what you answered in the negative just before. How is it 
that the interrogator who certainly must have understood 
you quite correctly, a minute later asserts the exact 
contrary of what you have just said before? 

A Dr. Berndt, the example that you just gave must 
make it quite clear how difficult it was for me to answer 
a question which *as not posed correctly, because it did 
not understand the things as they were in I. G. It was 
impossible for me to give a proper answer. Now you s ee, 
there where the interruption nas, I wanted to give a long 
explanation voluntarily, but of course that's bad. I 
admit that that was my own fault, my own fault that I 
did not insist on giving my own answer, but after all, I 
did clarify natters sonehow. I was there in an official 
capacity and I also assumed that Dr. Ambros asked me as 
a personal favor, so to speak. But as a representative 
of TEA, I was not a representative of the TEA at all. 

Q. You are”right, I just wanted to demonstrate 
this as an sample for the marrEr of interrogating, and 
today's examination has made it even clearer. 

I have no further questions. 
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DR. HOFFMAJJ: Mr. Commissloner, I need about a 
half hour. Would it be agreeable to you to have the 
recess now? 

THE COMMISSIONER: Y es. We will recess for about 
twenty minutes. 

(A short recess was taken.) 
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THE MARSHAL: The commission is again in session. 

THE COI&IISSIONER: Y ou may proceed with the 
ex&iniii& t ion • 

DR. STRUSS: resumed the far for 

RE-RECROSS EXAMINATION BY 
DR. HOFFMAN: . • 

Q. Dr. Hoffman for Asto rose. Witness, I want 
to question you abou t the affidavit which was offered 
for identification. This is NI 15286, Exhibit 2343. Do 
you have the affidavit in front of you? 

A. Ho. 

■ Q. Do you have it now? 

A. Y es. 

Q. Witness, I wanted to ask you once more, did you 
make out this affidavit in English, or did you make it out 
in German? 

A. I certainly made it out in English because I 
have the original here, and I made the corrections in Eng¬ 
lish in ay own handwriting. 

Q. Witness, if you made out this affidavit in 
English, I shall quote those sente nces which I wanted 
to discuss with you in English. First of all, I begin with 
Point 5 and I quote : "In January of 1942 Dr. Ambros in¬ 
vited me to visit the Buna plant at Auschwitz. H e had 
been complaining about the trouble that he had and he 
ranted me to personally see what the situation at Auschwitz 
was. Dr. Ambros in asking me to visit Auschwitz in 1942 
asked me to come in my official capacity as a representiive 
of TEA ad also as apersonal friend. Dr. Ambros understood 
I was going to report back to the TEA after my visit, sin 
he knew that H erman Schmitz and Dr. Ter IJeer relied on m 
judgment. 
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He wanted' me to see that it was not his fault that Auschwitz 
was not progressing satisfactorily, I visited the Buna 
plant at Auschwitz about January 28, 1942," 

Dr. Struss, If I read this paragraph I gather from 
this description that Ambrose was "under pressure". *ou 
know what I mear. by that? That is, that they said that the 
plant should be completed? 

A. Ho, that is not the case. That was not my 
opinion. 

Q. Then I don't understand your sentence. 

A. I don't understand it myself, because if I 
had personally written this sentence in German then it 
would read quite differently; but Id on't mean to say 
by that that this is wrong. It is only in my conception 
and in our German conception a very strange manner of 
expressing my meaning,. It is to be understood in the 
following manner — . 
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CQKISSIOH 

Q. I don't want an explanation free you. Dr. Struss. I just want 
a question answered. Do you think I aa right when I say that if one 
does not understand a foreign language in such a way that one can express 
onosolf properly in it, that ooc should rather refrain fron doing that 
and adrdt it and rather use one's mother tongue? Is that correct? 

A. That is not quite right. Dr. Hof man. I assume that this 
sontonco which you rent! just now was not written by ao, but that an 
English extract froo my examination was put to uc in this form. 

Q. Did you then say. Dr. Struss, that you did not understand the 
sontonco and this excerpt from your interrogation which was put to you? 

A. No, and I do understand it, too, tout I oust say that if I had 
described those things myself, I would have used an ontiroly difforont 
phraseology, but I see no diroct mistakes in them. 

Q. Yfcll, Dr. Struss, then wo shall start to quote singlo sontoncos; 
maybe wo will go* farther that nay. I quoto again in English: "Ho", 
by "ho" you naan A n bros, is that right? That is in Paragraph $,.third 
lino from the end. Do you sco that? 

A. I didn't get you. 

UR. AlEHUIi I am only going to inquire of counsol for tho dofonso 
since tho document he is referring to has only boon offorod for identif¬ 
ication and ho uado objections, now ho is going to intorrogato tho witnoss 
on tho document, which is ontiroly proper. Ifc* only inquiry is whothor it 
would not simplify natters to havo that in evidence n m, so wo will all 
know what the document is that they arc tailing about, and whothor ho is 
reading fair excerpts of it or not. Cn our part ire would havo no 
objoction to having it in evidence since counsel is undertaking now to 
quoto parts of it and ask questions about parts. 

DR. H 0 FKK 1 : For the record I would like to say that I nysolf 
already had this idea, as the Prosecutor said beforo at length about this 
dccuaant, that examination on it only is possible if it wore in evidence 
but since it was uy intention to follow the example of tho Prosecution, 
did not raiso any objoction against that, and I would like to continue < 
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COIIZTSSlOfi 

questioning even though the document is only sutruttod for identification. 

Do you non have the sentence? 

A. “He irantod uo to see 0 ? 

Q. Yds, I quote: I start with "He", is that Aabros? 

A. "He granted no to sco— 

Q. Yes, do you ncan by "ho", Aabros? 

A. That is to be so understood. 

Q. I as!: you, T7itncss, whother this is Anbros or who olsc? It might 
bo Ur. Tor Ifccr, or Dr. Schaitz? 

A. No, it is Aabros* 

Q. All right. I quote: "He wanted oo to s^o that it was not his 
fault that Ausciwitz was not progressing satisfactorily." \7itnoss, I can 
not undorsta.it: this sontonoo as anything olsc but that it oxprosscs tho 
facts tho way you doscribod thorn hero, naaolyi that according to this, 
Anbros was under pressure and that ho wanted to ploco himsolf on your 
objoctiro Judgment tliat it couldn't go any differently. 

A. Tliis goes too far. 

Q. Well, I Just asked you for that sontonco. Would you, os a Gorman 
who knows the Goracn language, say that I am right if I say that according 
to our knowledge of tho Gorman languogo this conclusion must bo drawn from 
this sentence? 

A. No. I did not draw this conclusion from this sontonco. 

Q. And why not? 

A. I will tra-islato it into Gorman. "'Jr. :_;brose had tho dosiro 
to shot/ no why iiattcrs in Auschwitz wore progressing so slowly". And 

that is entirely correct and I consider this liiglish version as not so 
bad. 

Q. Witness, would you translate the expression "l/unsch" in Gorjan 
into "fault" in iiglish? 

A. I would not translate this with "fault", but I find that tho 
expression "fault" is not so incorrect. In Gcroan-I would also say that 
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CO ULTS STOH 

questioning even though tto docuacnt is only sutaittod for identification. 
Do you non have the sentence? 

A. "Ffc wanted uo *o see"? 

Q. Yes, I quote: I start with "ifc", is that Aobros? 

A, "ffc wanted co to see—.* , 

Q. Yos, do you ncan by "ho", Aabros? 

A. That is to be so understood. 

Q. I as!: you, Witness, whothor this is Anbroa or who olso? It night 
bo Ur. Tor Ifccr, or Dr. Schnitz? 

A. Mo, it is Anbros* 

Q. All right. I quote: "Ho wanted do to s-o that it was not his 
fault that Ausclnfitz uas not progressing satisfactorily." Ultnoss, I can 
not understand this coatcnco as anything olso but that it oxprossos the 
facts tho way you doscribod then hero, nanolyi that according to this, 
Aabros was under pressure and that ho wanted to placo hinsolf on your 
objcctivo judfpent tliat.it couldn't go any difforontly. 

A. Hits goes too far. 

Q. Wo11, I Just asked you for that sontoneo. Would you, os a Gonoan 
vfho knot/s the Goraan languago, say that I an right 4f I say that according 
to our knowledge of tho Goman languago this conclusion must bo drawn frora 
this sontcnco? 

A. No. I did not draw this conclusion fx*on this sentence. 

Q. And why nst? 

A. I 'fill traiialato it into German. "Or. —lirosc had tho dosiro 
to ohow no wily natters in Auscliwitz wore progressing so slowly". And 
that is entirely correct and I consider this English version as not so 
bad. 

Q. Witness, would you translate the expression "iTunsch" in Gcr.vm 
into "fault" in ^vglish? 

A. I Ttould not translate this with "fault", but I find that tho 
expression "fault" is not so incorrect. In C-cr.san I would also say that 
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it was not his “.fault" that setters at Ausclmitz wore progressing so slowly, 
and that is idiot ho wanted to show ». 

Q. 'fatness, do you really wish to clain that the expression "VTunsoh" 
in German and tiic expression "failure" in Etaglish, aro the sane? 

A. Ho, but I would recognise both expressions hero, and it was shorn 
to no as evidonco why those things wore hot progressing; that this vms not 
the fault of Farbon and not the fault of Aebros. 

Q. SI 0 U, again, what do you »aan to saj* with this sentonco? 

A. I wanted to say by that that we all 'jvxj that matters in Ausclnritz 
\roru progressing very slowly, and I was supposed to convince myself about 
the reasons for that try looking at it myself. Dr. Aabros and I undertook 
the trip together, and during this trip Dr. Aabros took the opportunity to 
describe the groat difficulties at Auschwitz to no. 

Q. 'Joll, that' is very interesting. Shat did ho toll you? 

A. If you \rish uo to answer, I will first have to think those things 
over, because please rcncobor that six and a half years have elapsed, and 
not; I an supposed to toll you what uo discussod during a night in Berlin 
and at Auschwitz? 

Q. lhank you, Dr. Struss. I will dis?onso rith your answer, but I 
oust detornLno that about the so sane details you iroro able to make on 
affidavit of one pago in lot*th one year ego. Can you give nu a reason 
why your rv-nory coteriorated so much in 0.10 yoar? 

A. Oh, no. I coaddcr it altogether passible that if I am givon tino 
to think things over — because I an not at all prepared for tills — that 
all this will cone to wind again and I trill rwxaber what was discussod. 
There wore the difficulties about iron, about idle labor, and after wo 
arrived at Giciwtiz after threo hours delay, the construction conference 
had already begun, and at this conference all those difficulties about 
which Dr. Anbros had reported to 00 before ware co.ifinaod in many hours 
of discussion; the labor question, the iron question, and innumerable othor 
difficulties. 

Q. I will leave this point now, witness, and I ccxdc to Point 7. Undor 
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paragraph 6, you have described the experience on too basis of which you 
heard of (lotaila about the atrocities in Ausclrritz. In particular you 

9 

have reforrod to too statements of a laborer who told you about that, 
and it says in the middle of Paragraph 7 end l quoto: "I did not 
consider it necessary to sp_ak with Dr. Anbros about this for too roason 
that if all too people in Auschwitz knew it. Dr. Aiibroa knew it also, 
bicauso ho was tlicrc so often.* First of all, I would liko to ask you, 
is it correct, if I understand your Oormn to mean that you wanted to 
oxpross by this scntonco that you did not tall: with Anbros about these 
things? 

A. 103. 

Q. Can you toll froo your ocm knowlodgo whotoor Anbros know 
anything about tliosc tilings or not? 

A. In no way. 

Q. Kow, despite tlicso natters and despite thoso reasons you draw 
a conclusioh here, and you baso .this conclusion first of all on your 
claim that Anbros was in Auschwitz, and I quoto in English, “so ofton", 

•«ould you tell no what that moans in your Oorren? 

A. TJoll, in ay Qcraon that is supposed to uoan that ho was sovoral 
tio.s a yoar in Auscliwitz, and I did not knon whotoor this was twice or 
throw tinea or porhapa four tines a year. 

Q. ’.fitness, but don't you admit that this sentence again presents 
difficulties in understanding it? Because if X hear about n nan that he 
is there so ofton, without giving any limitation of tine, then I must 
usumw that ho was t'icro cr^ry hour or every da;’. 

A. Dell, this wouldn't occur to any one who '.mew approximately 
how many things Anbros had to take care of; how auch verk he had to do 
besides Auschwitz, but if this'scons to follow from this, then I shall 
-explain it in such a manner as to say that I was of too opinion that ho 
-as there perhaps two to fivo tio-s a year, '.fcethor this is correct or 
not, counsel, you probably have do to rained that in court here. FUrthcmorc, 


i shall explain tlx sentence once more. 
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Q. I|d li!:c to os!: you s<pcthing clsc^ Dr. 3truss. If wo assuoo 
now that you were of the opinion that it was '.mown that Aabros was in 
Auschwitz perhaps twice to five tines a year, then I ask you what idea 
did you have as to hew long Anbros stayed in Auschwitz each time? 

A. I had a very good idea about that. I !mcw that he spent one 
or at most taro nights in Auschwitz, and I also knew that occasionally 
it would happen that ho caao by sleeper, and would leave again at night. 

•Q. Then uay I ask you. Dr. Struss, when you gave this testimony 
vhat idea did you liavo as to what Aabros did in Auschwitz? \/hat 
occupation ho had tlicro? 3hat ho »ras concerned with? 

A. Of course, I knew that exactly. Hj c once mod himself tdth tho 
general progrosa of tho construction, and of the dotails therein in 
broad outlino, without Going into any details. 
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«* y c M?ye told me all thlo, my dear Dr. Struss, l'd 

Hite to ask you would you now consider this sentence as 
correct, or if ycu now were tc present it in German would you 
find a different version end vhet would that versltn ce? 

A Well, I'll have too look for It first. I thick. 
Counsel, that first of all I have to explain one Interpretation 
which is not contained in this sentence, as far as I am concern¬ 
ed. The sentence is to mean the following; Either the testi¬ 
mony or tho statement of the worker is a lie or a rumor or it was 
not true; then, of course, one doesn't have to follow up 
the matter any further. Or his claim that everyone in Auschwitz 
knew a'o:ut it Is true. In the latter case, I don't have to 
discuss It with anyone. That is what I meant to express by 
that sentence. 

w. Well, now, I don't understand at all, my dear Dr. 

StruBQ, why in the latter case, If the claim is true, you should 
not talk about It with anyone. «n the contrary, ono w uld have • 
hod to discuss It with everybody or are ycu of a different 
tplnicn? 

A I comoletely agr?o with you. But I believed the whole 
time that this was not ture, until during my socond visit 
I got the ccnflrmatlon In Auschwitz? 

3 A nd, finally, about this point I want to ask you — 
these five wort* In the sentence I Just discussed, which I shall 
quete once mere — and I begin the quotation; "He was there so 
eften." End of quotation. You think that this means what 
y:u answered to my quest * ;n? 

A *68. 

DR. KPFrIIAN'.*: I have no further questions. 

REDIRECT EXA:rNAT T ON 
DR. ERNST STRUSS 

BY KR. AMCHAi;; 
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S Stcus?, the Defense ?ounsel asked you questions 

sboyt youn affidavit of 7 April 1847, wfcieh is NfclSeSS, find 
Exhibit 2343 for identification. Do you have that document 
in front of you? 

A “es. 

** You atatedV did you not, that you executed that affidavit 
lr. the English language. Is that right? 

A That's right, as far as I remember. 

i Will you ploaee read the last paragraoh of that affidavit? 
’ A ’he very last paragraph. Just r«ad it aloud for the record. 

A Oh, yec, I didn't see that. 

Q Pl»aso road that paragraph for the roccrd. 

A "I, Srnst R. Struss, hereby declare that I c nvorsant 
with the German and English languages, thet I drew up the German 
affidavit both of which Is in translation and that I certify that 
tho above Is a true and correct translat'on of the affidavit, 
which I made In German". 

i I show yc , Dr. Struss, a photostatic copy of n German 
affidavit, NI-6645, which — I hand you that and aolTycu, Dr. 
Struss, la that a photostat of the original German affidavit 
that you executed? 

A *e3, that*8 a photostat and I may remark that I mado no 
objections whatever against the English translation.- 

% °ut the German copy, photostet copy, that I Just handod 
to you, does that bear your signature? 

A Yes, It boars by signature. 

C* Now, the ^ngllsh translation, NI-15286, which is Exhibit 
2343 for identification. Is that the translation that you made 
tf the German original? 

A I don't think that I personally made the translation. 

I'm not really In a position to do that.. 

i Vel , first let's take the German affidavit. You signed 
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the affidavit In German, right? 

A That* e right. 

Does that indicate that it's an original or a trans¬ 
lation 

A Yes, that la the photostat of a German original whioh was 
signed by me personally. 

Q Now, will you direct your attention now to NI-15286, 
the English version of that affidavit? You Just read the 
last paragraph which Indicates that it's the translation *f the 
German, Is that right? 

A Yes, that's a translation of the German original. It 
Is rn ngllsh translation of the German original. 

* All right, new, Dr. Struss, I hand you six sheots, and 
tell me, first, m whose handwriting and in what language those'' 
six sheets ore. 

• A x hey were written by no personally in the German language. 
% Now, will you pidaso compare the six sheets In the German 
language* in your own handwriting, with your affidavit In 
German, NI-6645, and tell mo whether the typewritten affidavit 
in German conforms to the handwriting — the version set forth 
in your own handwritten notes on the six pages? 

A If I were to do that it would take at least half an 
heur, If I wanted to compare thpt exactly. I can't do that 

at the raonont. 

4 "ill you take parpgre h number 5 and compare It? 

Paragraoh number 5. 

A Ye6, that agrees, and it Is the way In which I 
would have expressed it In Gorman. I may perhaps road the 
sentence which Dr. Hoffmann objected to. 

v* Read it in German, go ahead, and tell me what you are 
reading from, whether you are reading from your handwritten 
notes or whether you are reading from those typewritten notes 
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in Oejgip. 

A I an reeding from the typewritten notes In German, 

-J the sentence Is completely Identical. Here It says 
the following; Paragraph 5: "He complained — that is, 

Dr. "mbros — complained about the difficulties which he bnd 
and he wanted me personally to get acquainted with the situation 
in Auschwitz." ft nd from this it does not follow at all 
that anyone exerted any pressure on Dr. Arnbros and I will find 
the sentences the way I wrote them were completely correct. 

4 *'ow, Dr. 3tru8s, will you direct your attention to 
paragraph number 7 and please compare the — pleaso compare your 
handwritten notes as to paragraph 7 and toll mo whether or not 
that conforms to the typewritten paragraph 7 In the Gorman 
cf your affidavit? 

A There Is a small connection hero, but this la not 
very important. It is made In somebody else 1 a handwriting. 

But the change is of no importance. It does not change the 
meaning. This sentence 2 which was objected to by Dofenso 
Counsel is completely clarified In the German langeugo. "I 
did not considor it necessary to talk about it with Amros because 
If everybody in Auschwitz knew it, thon Amrose, wh> was so 
often In Auschwitz, certainly know it? And this express "so 
efton" was Just explained by me. 

MR. AilCHAN; Now, If your n onor please. In view of 
the evldenco, we want to withdraw NI-14286, which'Is the 
translation of the affidavit, and suostltuto the original 
German, wnlch is NI-S645, so that the record will now stand 
that N1-6546 Is being offered in evidence and not for 
identification, in evidence, as Prosecution Exhibit 2343. 

We have no further quest lens on this document. 
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RSGOPS8 BXAMTNATTOH 
DR. ERNST STRUSS 
3Y DR. HOFFIlANN (for Aaorts): 

* Dr. Struss, 15 minutes ago I asked y:u whether the 
affidavit you exeucted, now in the German version, Exhibit 
2343, whether you made this out in English sr In German. 

1 hereupon you t Id me in English. Now it was necessary to 
prove tc you that the original was in German, is that right? 

A That's correct. 

h Thank you. 

A I told you -oow often I was interrogated, and then for 
many months I did not see those things, and that Is absolutely 
o'ncelvablo that such errors occur. 

Q 5 minutes ago y^u told the Prosecutor, who knows the 
American langu-go, that In German ■Wuenschan" and "beklagon" 

— i fl » t0 «l8h and tc c mplaln, are the same thing. 

A Nc, I didn'* mean It quite that way. 

Q Veil, thon I'll havo tc refresh your memory because 

y:u told me Just lS mlnutos ago and I quote from memory _ 

and I can roly on that — 'labors desired that I should visit 
Auschwitz" — and I also quoto from tomory what it says In 
your German affidavit ; "Amorcs complained abut the fact 
that ho was being reproached and therefore I wa3 to go to 
Auschwitz as an objective witness." Or am I incorrect in this 
respoct? Thon ploasa quote what ycu 6old? 

A Veil, may I then Just road paragraph 5 from the Oorran. 

Q *fes, Just this sentence. 

A "In 1932 “abros invited me tc visit the Buna Plant in 
in B uschwltz." That is, he Invited me. In ray opinion, that 
is the correct expression. Then it continues — 

Q Correction. You said 1932. You m»an 1942? 

A f cs, '42. "Ho compalined about the difficulties which 
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he had and ha wanted tgg — b§ *«*pted me te get peraonally 
acquainted wUb tjig situation gt Auschwltj." No pressuro 
can oe gathered from that. I don't see It. 

G Witness, if soaeor.e complains about something, then he 
has pains? 

A *cs, ho had those. 

* All right. 

DR. HOFFMAN: Witness, I have r.o further quost'ens. 

WITNESS ERNST STRUSS; Evory'oody who hnd to take care 
•f such plants had pains. 

DR. TRAANDT; Trabandt for Djerrfeld. 

RECROSS EXAli7NAT T 0N (Continued) 

DR. ERNST STRUSS 
BY DR. TRaBANDT (for Duerrfold): 

* Just a brief quest on, Dr. S^russ. You said this 
morning, and you probably remember that in May 1943 when you 
heard the rumors ubout gassings #u did not dlsouas that with 
Dr. ‘'uerrfold, is that corroot? 

A I oust correct an expression. I did not hear about 
gassings but I heard of cremations after people had been 
killed beforehand, and I'm reasonably sure that I did not know 
anything of gassings yet at that tlmo; In order to answer your 
qu9st':n. I did not discuss that with Dr. Duerrfold. 

DR. TRA3-.NDT: Thank you. 

MR. AMCHAII: °ounsel for "mores, Dr. Hoffmann, Just 
informed mo that Exhibit 2343, NI-6545, the original affidavit 
of the witnoos In German which we offered in evidence that 
ho understands we have offered it in evidence and that ho 
docs not object to it. 

DR. HOFFMANN: *hat is correct. 

a. 

MR. AilCHAN; 1th respect to the Exhibit, as to 
’rfr.ich this witness was examined and -cross examined, I under¬ 
stand that feature of the examination Is over. Defense Counsel 
informs me now that they would like to cross examine the 
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witness with reaooct to Exhibit 1041, which is NI-14273, 

and his accompanying affidavit, which la Exhibit 19<2, that is 

HI-14499. 

WE*re roady to turn tha witness over to the Defense for 
cross examination as to tnoae two exhibits. 

DR. 7SYSR; Voycr for Dr. Gajewskl. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 
DR. ERNST 5TRUSS 
BY DR. WEYSR (for Gajewskl): 

Dr. Struss, do you understand what exhibits wo aro con¬ 
cerned with? 


A Yog . 

H Do you remember thoao exhibits or shall I put them to 
you once again? 

A *t would be hotter If you gevo them to mo again. 

* Exhibit 1941 Is a chart about a compilation of 
the turnover figures of the various Farben 3 pa rten and of 
firms connooted with them. 

DR. HOFFMANN• Hr. Commissioner, may I lntorrupt briefly 
and ask that tho dofondant Aa’oros be returned to tho mam 


courtroom? Dr. Duorrfold too, please? 

THE COMMISSIONER: f hos defendants may be roturnod. 
Q I shall repeat the question,^ Dr. Struss. Exhibit 
1941 Is a chart concerning the turnover of tho three main 


groups of Farben and of subsidiary firms. In Exhibit 1942, 
which is your affidavit, you say that this Is an original 
document of the TEA office, Is that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q I only want to ask you one question. Vns this chart 
only Intended as a document for the TEA office? And did 
the TEA Office noed it only for purposes of information and 
make It known to other gentlemen, for exampiy, the members 
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of TSA, on the occasion of TSA conferences — or othorvise? 

« No, this chart was never made known to anyone else. 

It was drafted by me personally and served only ray own purposes 
I was in a position to furnish data not only for Par'oen out 
also for subsidiary plants, as far as their applications ara 
concerned — I was in position to present these credit applica¬ 
tions and therefore It was logical that I also informed myself 
about the turnover ef tha 60 plants. 

£ May I then summarize that this compilation in this'^L. 
chart only served the ourpose ef your personal information 
in the connection you mentioned? 

A Yes, and it did not loave my office. 

DR. HBXatj Xhank you, no further questions. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
DR. ERNST STRUSS 

BY MR. AMCKAN: 

* Dr. Struts., Exhibit 1941, NI-14273, wnich is the 
chart of turnover figures — did I correctly understand you 
to say that you compiled that chart in connection with your 
offioial duties in the TSA? 

A That's right. 

% Now, is it a fact that ou made that compilation 
from official reports and data which were transmitted to you 
in your official capacity at TEA? 

* Y>s. 

MR. AUCHAN; No further questions. 

Va have no further question of tnis witness and wo havo 
the witness Schmidt, who is here, whose examination has not 
been concluded, and we are ready to proceed with him, with 
your — 

THE COMMISSIONER; Is the counsel here? 

HR. AMCHAN; fe can take a five minute-recess while — 
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THE COMMISSIONER: The witness nay be excused and we’ll take 
a few minutes' recess. 

(The witness was excused.) 

(A recess was taken.) 


I 
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THE KABSSALt Tho co-cisslon Is again in sossion. 

7SZ ?H~SIE*Ti The witnoss will tfko tho stand. I boliovo tho wit¬ 
ness has been sworn. Tou nay proceed with tho cxrnlnntion of tho witness. 

IS. RUTOU SCEMIDT, n wltnoao, took tho stand and tostifiod ns follows! 
3Y MR. AICHAH: 

If Your H^n^r Piorjo, whon the witnoss woa Inst '•n tho strod, wo of- 
forod for identification as Erf'.iblt 2341 • finanelnl roport fr ^a tyncaslt 
A.G. addroasod to tho dofoadant Sdvaits, dated 4 Soptonbor 1944. At that 
tino, wo didn't haro it sufficiontly procossod. Vo now offer that dnounent 
in cvidonco, so tho record will show as Prosecution Exhibit 2341, wo offer 
HI-15260, which Is a lottor froa XVn«it A.G. t« tho defondnnt Schnit*, 
dr.tod 4 Soptonbor 1944, which deals with cortain financial data which wno 
discussod in tho cross oxaoination "f tho witnoss. 

LIHLCT EXAMDlATICtf 

% 0 

BY KB. VEYUl (Jrr Dr. Gajev.kl)i 

* 

'•U Dr. Schaidt, first of all I w^uld.liko to cooo bode to tho quoo- 
ti'n which tho prosecution shod you at tho boginning of your cross oxroin- 
ati-ni that is, ab-ut y"ur position in tho LAG. If I understood you 
cnrroctly, you were a nenbor of tho Vorst-nd, is thot corroct7 

A. Ye,. -* 

Q. Vith tho full responsibility of s uch a ▼"rstond menbor? 

A. Y 0f . 

And what arc you by training And profession? 

A. Icncdiatoly aftor ny as'osa' s r ox*lnati' > n, I J"inod tho LAG. 

Q. That is , as a lawyor? 

A. Yes. 

And in what fiolds did you specifically work? 

A. When I J-'inod tho LAG, it was in tho fall of 1912, I didn't even 
work in logal aattors but Just in tho Goman bnslnoss. I fc*.d boon in 
Colo^io boforo for tho LAG and thon I wont to “aobwg.bocauso tho diroctor 
ot *ho Goman businoss who handled tho solo of our Goman oxplooivoB r.s 


13620 



5 Kay 48-AJSV-24-J-C-*ylord (Lea) 
Court 6, Case 6 - Cc=si3sion 


per convention had assigned olsowbero. Idirected this dopnrtnoat at tho 
tino. In tho fall -f 1913, I becano Prokurist. Thoro vni a wh-lo lot 
ef logal work to bo do no bo cause the salo was rogul'tod according to con¬ 
ventions with the othor Goman oxpiosivo cenprmios. It «as novor Ox- 
prossod in what capacity I was sipp-sod to work thoro. In tho spring 
of 1915 I was called int'' the Yorstand. As far ns I kn-w, wo had no 
figonda for tho Yorstand. It wasn 1 1. that tho nattors which woro to bo 
handled woro distributed eo^ng tho various Yorstnnd nedbors, but cute- 
anti cal ly I did not hrodlo anything connoctod with producti'Ti or fac¬ 
tories. All technical oat tors did n»*t crncorn no; in othur words, I had 

to toko caro «f adninistrativo and logal nattoro. I w n s not tho lawyer 

% 

for tho oeapnay bocauso wo had -ur lawyers for that purposo. Vo hnd -ur 
legal -ffico which v-s In -ur Eur-poan offico, and ovon when wo »cro in 
Celegno aftor 1936 vo hod an attorney, Dr. Eolping. 

^ I think th*t sufficos. 

A. I didn't work in trials oithor. It f-llowod quito -briously 
that whatever concerned logal n»ttorsc»oo to ny dodk. 

Q* Thus if I xndorstand you correctly. Dp. Schaidt, you woro a 
Ycrstcnd noobor and thus you worked in tho diroction of tho DAG and tho 
main point ef your activity was, according to yota* special t mining, 

In tho fiold of adainistmticn? 

i. *o.. 

Q, Yfae spocifically handlod technical nattors within tho Vorotond7 

A. Only It. Kuollor. Ho was tho only -no; and later Dr. Punk in 
tho plastics fiold. 

Q, And on-thar quosti-n. Within this Yerstond who, if I noy ask 
it th-t way, held tho prodoainant position? 
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A Dr; Muollor, absolutely. 

Q Id you draw a comparison with Farben after 1V30 with what 
personality in Parben would yen compare Dr. Uuellor? 

A With Dr. B-»sch'. 

0 And I want to ask you the folltminr. At tha beginning of v>>ur 
exa m ination, ynu gave explanations about your affidavit, DaG Docunont 
7. That is to say, explanations and ccrractions. 

A Yes. 

Q In this connection, you mentioned that the knowledge of thu facts 
which you listed was racallod to you now through the documents which, 
at the request of tho Prosocuticn, were located in Troisdorf and given 
to tho f roaocution, is that correct? 

k Yes. . 

When executing your affidavit, DAC Docuc-nt 7 did you know 
about those 'lociunonts? 

A No. 

0 If you had no knowledge about those Jocuacnts, wasn't it 
possiblo, tc the bast of your recollection, to uxocuto your affi<*«vjt 
in any other way, is that bow I natters tor d yixi? In othor words, you' 
executed it tc tho best of your conscionco without knowledge of thus#* 
dccuaents? 

A Yes. If I had more docunents I probably would havo mado a 
nore detailed statement. 

Q And you would have corrected it even if you had seen tho docu¬ 
ments without knowing that the 'rosocutien . . . 

A Well, I c'wild havo mentioned what data these were. I only 

a 

•aid in regular intervals we reported abcut financial natters and 
similar natters. 

Q May I summarize and say that it was not the circumstances 
,Jut Prosecution asked that these documents be located that caused 
*° u to make your explanations? 
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I 

A Mo. 

Q In/ your affidavit, DAG document 2, you nontion a conversation 
with Gohdimrat Besch in tho presence of Dr. Mueller and Dr. Gr.jowski. 

Can you rdnenber this conversation took placo after the institution 
cf tho so-called Spartea in Farben? 

a Yes, only recently 1 did not know about it, ' ‘but I thought 
it was shortly fa tor rur conference, because we discussod tho urbanisa¬ 
tion, but after I recalled that Dr. G.-Jewaki and the Spartcwas only 
fonned in 1929* and the fact that Dr. Gtjowski was director of Sparto 
III, only constituted tho preaiso for that conversation, I realised 
that it was after 1929 presunably. A little la tor. 

0 Do I understand you corectly, then, that this formation of 
Sjarte in ?arhon gave the causo for the conversation? 

A les, the grouping of DAG into Sparto III. 

t» You say, in your affidavit EkG 2, that this incorporatim .*f DAO 
into Sparto III did not moan that the DAO was subordinate to tho director 
of thr Sparto? 

/. Yes. 

Ci Dirt I understand you coroctly, thut in tho oorss examination 
you cenfinued tho »"act that a written directive to this offoct din not 
exist to yrur knowledge? 

A I don* t know of ary. 

Q Don't you a«;roo with so that paranranh 1 of tho community 
of interests agreement which y«wi mentioned in ycur affidavits olroa<ly 
contains, on the whole such a dclisdnati^n of competencies? 

A Yog. * 

Q So that tho a<kliti"nal docisi-n cf »»r. Bcsch in 1930 was actually 
only a further ccnf ^nation of this policy? 

HR. AJCKAN: Tne agreement between Df.G and 1.0. of 1926, or tho 
lnter"ssen£«iainschaft agreement of 1926 ikiich relates to the foundation 
°*T.anization of Farben is in the food record. 
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I 

I do not believe it would serve any useful purpose for Counsel to ask 
the witness to interpret ary particular portions of that agreement. 

The document, of course, speaks for itself. Whatever, conclusions are 
i be drawn thcrefran is for the Tribunal and I have to object to 
questions alcnj, this line to be or ah«nit to bo directed to the witness, 
asking his opinion as to the oeaning or construction of c ertain desipnn- 
ted portions of tl-»t agreement. 

DR. UKTER: The question was asked in order to clarify whether there 
wasn't, after all, a certain deliaination if competencies in written 
fora, and the Prosecution asked the witness about it in cross examina¬ 
tion, an i in this connection I am interested in finding out how tho wit¬ 
ness, as a foroor Vorstand member of the DAO, interprets paragraph 
cno of tide agrecaiont. I asked tho question for that purposo. 

BY DR.'»EYT^: ’ 

C In roforenen to the docision mentioned abovo, the docision of 
Ur. Bosch nt tho "oiiolbcrg confercnco, I want to ask tho follrmin,: 
question. During tho cross ccanination, youworo asked whore tho 
acurco of outhcrity lay for this decision, You have already misitiunod 
tho position of Bosch in Forben. Was such a decision ef Bosch in those 
sntUra decisive? 

A Yes, I assuuo so. For us Geheimrat Bosch was the authority. 

n cwas chairman of the Voretand. In others words, ho represented the 
• 

Farben Vorstand to us. n o only had tc «oal with the Vorstand of Furbon. 

0 And as regards his personelality too, ho was the decisive factor? 
/. A es, absolutely. 

4 In connection with that , you were also asked whether the 
^ ; G w,, '*ld havo had the liberty to conduct its business the way it pleased 
Hew cculd you answer this question in reference to the current business 
of DAr? 

A Vfell, conducting their business as they pleased? As far as sales 
"re epneemed, w? were the only ones who fc&lt in explosives, fuses, and 
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anaunition, . hr. prolneotl such -products ami sold then. There was n- rryj 
who could hero into -fered with us as to .how or thou: h when we »6re 
supposed to conduct this business. V« had our sales ccopanies, nnd no 
oanher Fcrben was in then. This explosives business was cn-uctod 
by the explosive sales ccc^any. There were only the Vorstrondo of 
the explosive ciry-anies that is for us. Dr. ihiellcr and I, but nowhern 
not even in the celluloid sales cecqmay, were thore r-prosontativea 
of r arbcn. 

Q If I understand ycu correctly, in the above mentioned sector 
of thn sales of the products of DAG, you woro completely indeinmdont? 

k ies. 

0 And what about tho questions .-f pnxtoction? Was Dr. Mueller 
just ns independent in this resjxct? 

A les, in production yes. absolutely. 

<] To what extent did Farbon extreiso n control over DAO? 

A '/hat was that question? ' 

0 To what oxtont did Farbon uxcrcise any control over BAG? 

I on thinking of tho technical coenitteo and tho credits. 

* Well thoro was a technical cnoTitteo. Thor< was a purcl.asinn 
commission, and the DaO was a member of it. The Prokurist who 
in charr.c of purchases was in the nurchasinr department of Fnrben 
and owtual pure ms cs of raw materials were discussed, and there were 
certain advantages which wo had as a subsidiary of Farbon. 

Q 9ut I don't moan theso things. I raked ycu cs to hr-* for there 
"ero restrictions ->n DAG's liborty to conduct their business the way it 
pleased. 

" * r 86 conducts our business in sue/ a way that Farbon 
*ul.| net have ajxcod to it, wt probably would have been asked about it, 
then w- wculd have had a discussion about it. 

Q Diu this ever practically . happen? 

A I -bn t rJcnow. 
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Our results went into Farben, and therefore »e just couldn't dc- what wo 



wanted, but there was no agency of Farben rhicn checked up on our 
business or controlled nr partici patcl in it. 

Cl Then, I understand you to say that in this connection you 
adapted the business to the control of tho expenses, the control of the 
credits in the Tea and to the financial interest of Fjrben? 

A >cs. 

l> Tas this inienpcndences of D/.G in conducting ots business also 
valid for nilitary installations and nilitary products? 

A V?hat was that? 

(. I will ask the question once ivrc. What you Just said about 
tho independence or DAG in conducting its businoss, was this also trtio 
for nilitary production and nilitary installations? 

A The independence was ovon creator there. 

0 In this field, was there intervention on that jart of Farben 
at all? 

A Ho. 
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Q. Dr. Schmidt, in this connection the Prosecution 
showed you Document 14097. 

A. 14097? Yes, that is right. 

Q. Exhibit 2155. 

A. Of 5 February 1941. 

Q. Yes. Do you have that? 

A. Yes, I have got it here. 

Q. What date did you just say? 

A. 5 February 1941. 

Q. The date has already been corrected for the 
record. It should say 5 February 1934. '.7e also see that 
from the date stamp it nas received by the Secretariat 
of Dr. Gajewskl. 

A. Yes. 

Q. This concerns an approval for expenditures 
which are necessary for the transfer of a plant of 
electrical fuses, and this is an approval by Dr. Gajewski? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Is this procedure unusual in any ray, or is this 
a normal approval of a credit? 

A. This is a normal credit approval. 

Q. This factory of electrical fuses was a purely 
civilian plant? - 

A. A purely civilian plant? 

Q. And what were these fuses supposed to be in¬ 
tended for? 

A. For fuses used in mini ng. 

THE C0lliISSI0?.*2R: It is now five o'clock and I 
think it is a good shopping place. 

DR. UEYER: Only one or tno Question's. 

THE C0L13SSI0HER: One more question? 
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• * <f 

DR. WEYER: Y es, one sore. Five minutes. 

THE C01SLISSI0HER: All right. 

Q. The Prosecution also showed you Documit 15164 
in this connection. This is exhibit 2157. This concerns 
a session of the chemicA committee of 19 April 1947? 

A. Yes. * 

Q. According to that this commission did not 
comply with the desire of Troisdorf to erect a formaldehyde 
plant. I want to ask you the following: Isn't formaldehyde 
a preliminary product for the manufacture of plastics? 

A. Y es, it is only a preliminary product for 
plastics. 

Q. Is it correct that after the delimitation of 
interests between Farben and DAG, such preliminary pro¬ 
ducts were produced by Farben, and doesn't this refusal 
therefore correspond tothe basic delimitation of interests? 

A. The plastic field was the only field in which 
our interests met. It nas the only field where Farben 
worked and where DAG worked. I still know that Dr. 

Mueller had a spec ial expression for that. V/e did not 
make any raw materials. We processed raw materials into 
finished plastic masses, and there was the delimitation 
as between Farben and us as to how far Farben should work 
in this, and we. V/e didn't in general make raw materials 
for plastics. The pressed mass nas the ready product as 
far as we were concerned. V/e got raw materials for tais 
from Farben, and I said, that year in Leverkusen such a 
plant was supposed to be constructed, and we wanted one too, 
and then Farben said, "There is no use to have plants at 
two places, because we can easily transport it from Lever¬ 
kusen". This formaldehyde, that is. 
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i v ■*' • 

Q, And if I understood you correctly this decision 
also corresponded to the basic delimitation of fields accord¬ 
ing to which the DAG was in charge of the processing of 
preliminary products delivered by Far ben. . iir. Commissioner, 
since we have longer questions to the witness, we would 
propose that the session be interrupted now and continued 
tomorrow morning. 

THE COUJS3I0IIER: Very well, the commission will 
be in recess until 9:30 tomorrow. 

DR. Y/EY2R: Uay I make one comment for the interprete 


13629 



CS2HFICATK OF COHkISSIO 



Under directives of United States Military Tribunal No. 6, 
tostlaoay'of witnesses listed below was required to be taken boforo 
the undersigned Cosnissloner. Pursuant thereto the said Corelssionor 
has conducted hearings at Aich the following witnesses have fblly 
testified: 

Date Sara of witness Offlojlal_Transorij>t 


8 April 19 k 8 

9 April 19 W 
12 April 19 W 

12 April 19 W 

13 aprll 19 LB 
lii April 191:8 

15 April 19 W 

16 April 19 lB 

19 April 19 W 

20 April 1916 

20 April I 9 b 8 

21 April 19 k 8 
21 April 19 liB 
23 April 19 W 

28 April 1918 
26 April 191*8 

26 April 1968 

27 April 19 l£ 

29 April 1966 

29 April 19 Ji 6 

30 April 1968 

29 April 1968 

30 ..prll 1968 
30 April 1968 , 

5 Uy 19 W 

6 l.ay 1968 
3 l ay 1968 
3 Uy 1968 
3 Uy 1968 
h Uy 19 W 
L Uy 1968 
6 Uy 19 W 
6 Uay 1966 

5 Uy 1968 

6 uay 191£ • 

7 key 191:8 

10 Uy 1966 
10 1 ay 191:8 
10 Uy 19 li 8 

10 Uy 191:8 

11 Uy 1918 
11 Uy 1968 
11 Uy 1968 
11 Uy 1968 
10 Uy 1968 


baiter iicrlinont 
Kurt Krueger 
Karl Weber 
Paula Aster 
Ernst Struss 

Christian Zahn 

■ a 

Bernhard Sohoecor 
Adalbert Peindal 
Josef Grobel 
Gustav Pistor 
Esil de Haas 
Heinrich Schuh 
Heinrich Schindler 

■ a 
Vialtor Kilcuth 
Hans Sauor 
Wllhels Duollborg 
Theo Goldachcldt 
..nton to 1 thIngar 

• a 

Rudolf von Sprotty 

* a a 

nudolf Schnidt 

a a 

a a 

Wolfgang ..It 
Carl 3adon 
Kurt Hertmnn 
a « 

-Frit* Dion 

Kurt Eisfold 
Adolf Taub 

Ernst Struss (for Pros.) 

Werner Schnitx 

a • " 

tax Winkler 
Frit* Hirsoh 
Ernst Krnschwski 
Franc Fuorstonberg 

■ a 

Hoin* Savoltborg 
Karl nunsohoidt 
Belnhold 

Friedrich Selchor 


10875-10907 

11128-11163 

11165-11175 

11177-11199 

11295-11338 

11666-11690 

11587-11612 

11706-11723 

11827-118141 

1181 : 2-11860 

11861-11878 

12098-12128 

12129-1211:0 

I2337-I2370 
12707-12777 
121:61-12198 
12500-12512 
12598-12621 
12871-12909 
12910-12953 
13075-13092 
1295k -12960 
13065 -13075 
13093-13133 
13620-13629 

13651-13719 

132 U 6-13269 

13271-13291 

13292-13316 

131*12-131:50 

13k50-13U60 

13161-131:79 

13680-13689 

13566-13619 

13720-13735 

13861-13891 

11*173-11:181 
11*195-lk209 
16210-11*220 
11*221-11*265 
16377-16386 
16387-16626 
11*1*25-16639 
11*660-16655 
11*182-11*191: 


During the said proceedings the following exhibits have 
been offered in evidence: 






PROSECUTION EXHIBITS 


Off io_Ul_l£anso_r_lpt 

10899 

10?0l 

11115 

11182 

11183 

11302 

11312 

11327 

11330 
11168 
11173 
111*73 
11185 
11176 . 

11182 
11831 
11818 
. 12615 
12616 
12706 

12733 
12878 
- 12915 
12921 
12923 
12927 
12933 
12912 

- 13106 

13111 
13126 
13620 
13286 
13728 

13730 

11382 

11392 


Exhibit 


PS 2353 c 
. L79 
HD36 
11031 
• 15070 
11236 
11232 

15062 

15063 
11257 


2352 15290 

2353 15296 

I. the undorslgnod CotyMsslonor, do hereby oortlfy that tho 
Qforo.old official tronsorIpt pages comprise n IMll, true nnd correct 
report of such proceedings, tost loony and oYldonoo hoard and recorded 
therein before do. 


Doted at Numbers, Gerrnny, koy 28, 1918 


Cc^alssloner of Tribunal No. 6 
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OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OP THE AMERICAN MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
NO. VI, IN THE HOTTER OF THE UNITED STATES CF AMERICA, 
AGAINST KARL KBMCH, ET AL, DEFEfOANTS, SITTIfC AT 
NUERNBERG, GBB1ANY, ON 6 NAY 1948, JUSTICE SHAKE 
PRESIDING. 


THE MARSHAL: Persons in the Courtroom will plcaso fixd thoir scats. 
Tho Honorable, the Judges of Military Tribunal VI. 

Military Tribuml VI is new in session. God save the u nitod States 
of ^orica and this Honorable Tribunal. 

There will bo order in tho Court. 

THE PRESIDENT: You may or.kc your report, Mr. Marshal. 

THE MARSHAL: May it ploasc Your Honors, ell of the defendants aro 
prosont, sr.vo defend art a Haofliger and Hocrloin absert duo to illnoss, 
and tho defendants Schmitz and Gnjowski, absent oxcusod. 

THE PRESIDENT: aro there any announcements from counsol? 

DR. SILCHER: I ask that Dr. O.ttincau bo cxcusod from this 

* •* 

aftomoon's sossion, so that ho can attond the Coemissioror's hoaxing. 

THE PRESIDENT: That request is graitod. 

• # 

DR. NATH: I make tho saao motion for ay client, Dr. llgnor, who 

also warts to attond tho Coaaissionor's hearing this afternoon. 

• 

THE PRESIDENT: That request is likewiso gran tod. 

Gentlemen, the Tribunal had expected at this tioo to bo in position 

to rulo with respect to the motions to striko ebeusents contrdrcd in tho 

• • 

Pro socut ion's Book 92, and of fared by way of rebuttal. Howover, in our 
conference last rvi^it, wo discovered that there was one motion relating 


to seme 8 documents that had 


filed by Dr. Schubort on behalf 
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•j 

of the sicfprric'r.t Bier gin. We could not find that motion. We did have 
the Prosecution* s answer to it. Will sax of you gentlemen of the 
Defenso cell that matter t% the attention of Dr. Schubert end ask him 
to sco that wo get a copy of his motion? 

UR. SPHECHER: Perhaps by inadvertcnco wo aro tho culprits. Wo 
did got two, but 1 did not think wo wore oxpcctod to pass ono on to you. 

TOE PRESIDENT: That will solve it, if you will sco that wo get it. 
Non, in ordor to keop up as nearly as possible with tho schodulo, wo 
will announce our ruling on the motions relating to all of tho othor 

• • • 0 

documents in tho Prosecution's document book 92 , oxcopting, howovor, 

• • 

those involved in Dr. Schubert's motion. 

Tho Tribuml now sustains tbs objoction, ord strikes from tho 
evidence tho foilwring exhibits contained in tho Prosecution's Book 92* 

Exhibits 2155, a56, 2157, 2158, 2161, 2162, 2163, 2164, 2165, 2166, 

2169, a71, 2179, and 2183. 

Tho Tribunal ovomilos tho motion to striko Exhibits 2159 and 2160, 
With respect to Exhibits 2180, 2181, and 2182, we discovorod that 
thoso Exhibits had boon marked for identification only, and aro not in 
ovidonco. Thoy each rolato to matters which tho Prosecution urges aro 
such as aro sibjcct to Judicial notice. If they are propor subjects of 
Judicial notico, thoy need not bo in ovidcnce in any event. That prosents 
a legal question, which, if it is deemed of sufficient importance, can 
bo treated in arguments end in briefs. 

Now, we shell, as soon as were are ablo, rule on tho motion of 
Dr. S c hubcrt with respect to ell of tho other Exhibits in Book 92 that 
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are subject of objections.. 



^fith respect to the Prosecution's docuncnts in Book 93, ploaao sco 
that boforc tho end of the day wo have your concerts in regard to those 
matters, bccauso if today's session is short, as it may be, tho Tribunal 
would like to diaposo of the matters in that book next, and then follow 
with Book 94. 

Now, are wo in position to receive »me of the remaining documents 
in ovidenco this morning? I do not sco Dr. Hoffmann here.. Dr. Bomdt 
is hero. Dr. Bomdt are you ready to presort acme tbcuconts? 

DR. NELTE, (counsol for tho defondant Hocrldn): Mr. President, 
Your Honors hevo befero yew n .supplement, Hoorloin Rjeunont Book 6. 

Those aro fivo affidavits *hich havo the same contents, with the oxcejrt-ion 
of tho nemos of the affiants, as nuaorous other affidavits alroady 
presented. In connection with the statement mado Airing tho session of 

0 

26 April, i#on the names of tho affiants wore alroady ccmaunicatod to Your 

0 

Honors, I should now life to offor these fivo dacuaonts ii*o ovidoncoi 
Hoorldn Document 151, an affidavit of Dr. Paulmann,'will boccmo 
Exhibit 138; 

Hoorloin Document 152, an affidavit of Joseph Schmitz, will boconn 

Exhibit 139; 

Hoorloin Docuaont 153, an affidavit of D r . Duisberg, will become 
Exhibit 140; 

■ s 

Hoorloin Docuaont 154, m affidavit of Dr. Josef Grobcl, will 
become Exhibit 141; 
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Hocrloin Docuaent 155, m affidavit of Sporg Tcsancr, will bccono 
Exhibit 142, 

THE HtESIDEJ/T: note that Dr. Hoffmann has arrivod, end also 

that Dr. Bemdt is hero. Can you gentlemen arrange among yourselves as 
to vhich one has the most time here to introduce your dr current a? It 

v 

makes no difference to us, gentlemen. 

Dr. Bomdt, ere you attending a commissioner's hoaring this mornir^? 
DR. BERNDT: Tea, Your Honor, at 10 o'clock* 

DR. HOFPLANN: I also ms. 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Bomdt, may I suggest that if it is tho same 
with you wo will lot D r . Hoffiaann go first, because wo think ho hna tho 
amcllor bunch of books, and wc con dear up one group pcrtiapa quite 

0 • 

quickly, if it is agrcocblo to yew, and then wo will givo you as much 
time os you hevo. 

DR. BERJCT: V 0 xy well. 

0 

DR. HOFFltANN: • (Counsel for tho dofondant Aaibros): Ur. Preside:*, 
frexa D oC umcnt Book 1-b I sutaait Document OA 126 ns Exhibit 195, from 
Docunont Book 2-b I submit Document OA 218 as Exhibit 196; Docunont OA 219 
will become Exhibit 197; Dociront OA 220 will bee coo Exhibit 198. 

Fran Docunont Book 3-b I submit OA 327 ns Exhibit 199. 

THE PRESIDENT: Just a accent. Doctor. You nr.y go ahoad. 

DR. H0FF1UNN: Fr<xa the sreo book, Docuaent Book 3-b, I submit 
Docunont OA 328 as Exhibit 200. 

From Document Book 4-b, I offer OA Docuaent 425 as Exhibit 201; 
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Docuomt OA 426 will boccoc Exhibit 202; 

Froa D 0 cuo«at Book 5-b, I submit OA Document 519 as Exhibit 203; 

OA Document 520 will bcccao Exhibit 204. 

Ur. President, these arc all tte documents that have been translated 
up to this time. 

JUDGE HEBERT: Just one ninuto, ^r. Hoffmann. Do 1 correctly 
understand that you are not offering OA 136 end OA 137? Those documents 
are included in Book 1-b. You arc not offering those? • 

DR. HOFFMANN: Judgo Hebert, the Tribunal hnd rulod that those t*o 
documorfcs in Book 1-b wore cuaulntivo, end 1 had agreed to that, but 

unfortunately thoy were retained in tho index. Do not put a question 

• • 

mark, but an oxclaaation mark in tho index. 
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—5 

JUIGS r2E.T: I see. Thanlc you, 

TH3 P R HSrJI IT; Iter, Dr. Berndt, wo will hoar you. 

DP.. BUD?: I have to offer a nuah_r of documents for Dogcsch. I 

have the original docuacnts with oo and can hand then to tlvo Socrotary 

# 

General. Unfortunately, I aa not able to hand Uva to Your Honors bocauso 

1 havo no trablations of those docuncnts as yet, but nay I ncvcrtholoss 
give an exhibit number to these docxncnto and liond then in later? 

THS PIBSIDLIFT: I on afraid. Dr. tomtit, that with tho do tails with 
which wo ere troubled now, vt had botter pass Uiat until «jnday, when v;o 
are going to pomit ororyood who is in that situation to do that vary 
thing. toy I ask you now, for ay own information, about your Supplement 

2 to Dogusch took 2; aro you ready to offor ttoso docuncnts? Only one. 

Ch, it is nisiber 60. I cm sorry, it has boon offorod, I assuno; is that 
right? 

DP. HT31DT: i*. President, that has been offorod, end that is Exhibit 
fcgosch 60 . 

THE FR1SUXI??: Thank you. 

Hotf, what about your books on tho Economic Regulations in tho Third 
Rolch? Arc you ready to pru3ont then? 

DR. jlitIDT: I do not havo then with o«, and not all of thy c epics 
that arc uust bo handed in subsequently have boon finished by tho mimeo¬ 
graphing department. 

TIE FB23XQ IT: have apparently ihreo bool a of that character. Is 

sonoono tlvat you could send and havo your books brought in and got 
lumbered and got that nuch of it out of cur imy? And then wo will 
you to supplement It on Ifendr. Could you do that? 

DR. BSE IDT: Tou want sx> just to assign the exhibit nunbers to those 
documents? I can do that, yos, certainly. 

Kt. SHECIlIta Your Honor, will you excuse oc for just a ninutc then, 
so I can get nine? 

THE PESSHni: Yos. 


Dr. tomtit, we scce to have a Supplcivnt Doo'.: 2 to Document Book Hi 
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«»" the Deficit ter leer, containing three docxraaato, 159 , 160 , and 163 . 

If you can do so, jo nould ba glad to have you give the exhibit numbers 
of tiio3o at this tioc. 

^ t. k # 

QP-. Effopa*: i :x. President, those docisanta rero already offorod 

by ap during tie session on Friday and ncro givon exhibit nunbors, tlwy 

sere alrecdi* accepted into evidence, after stipulation with j*. Sprochor. 
% • 

They aro exhibits 279, 230, etc. 

UR. PRESndTi Than!: you, counsel; 

Dr. Si Ichor, would you step to the podium a ulnute? 

Hi. Silchor; tlio only document boo!: we -.dll hero loft, after Dr. 
3erndt 3 ta through, or. our cksks is your fcxsio Xaforaation Book 2. Did 
wo understand tliat you had s<xu aoocial ronson that you ran tod to carle 
those with nmbers during t!vo presentation of your slides, or do you wish 
to have than given mx-bars in advance? 

DR. Slicin'.s I ’.rented -to give part of tlios. doexaents numbers as 
General Dofe.tao Stfvlbits. 

TIE IT: Arc you in position to do that now? 

DR. smrn.j Yon, Your Honor. 

I • 

Tie: JEKKUIYi Tie Iiavc a couorandun Ur. Dor.ult, that tho Exhibits 

in your supplest 2 to tor Iter Book lb, which arc Docuuonts 159, 160, 

and 163, have already bavn giv.n mobers 27C, 27f, and 2fiO instead of 

279, 200, and 2C1. 

Con you put us right on that, so wo rill hava no confusion? 

DR. Batlfft -loaso excuse rv. for a ulnute; v will check on it raid 
tell you about it. 

TIC Very roll. lou uay continue, Dr. Silcher. 

DU. Snc.n.s I*. President, I exist first as!: you one ouostion. Doos 
that o-an that I Ixave to hand tho original docuceats to tho Secretary 
General sia al tan oously with assigning then numbers? If that is the case, 
then I would Iiavo to asjc you to wait for 15 dilutes, because I have to 
go and got then first. I do .sot have the originals .dth ae. 

THD rriiHI'.': If you have than, and will pvcnptly after your 


1 


COURT VI CASE VI 
6 itoy Ue-2-3-:^Cr^StcT7?rt (Katz) 

• c | • % 

presentation give -thca to tho Secretary, to trill trust you that far. Dr. 
Silchcr. There is no question about that. You nay go ahead. 

DR. SIICIERg The basic inf^paation of the DofensOj Book 2: 

Docuucnt 2 ^ill boccoo Exhibit Ho. 17h; 

Docunent 3 —ttese an all Defense Exhibits — Docuront 3, Exhibit 175 ; 
Docuccnt U Trill bccoue Exhibit 176; 

Docunent 5, Exhibit No. 177; 

• 

Docunent 6, Era libit Ho. 176; 

Docunent 7, Exhibit Ho. 179; 

Document 8, Srfiiblt Ho. I 80 j 
Docunent 9, Exhibit No. 181; 

Docunent 10, idiibit Ho. 182; 

Docunent 11 is only a rcforcnco and is *not ^oing to bo offored. It 
trill, therefore, not bo given any separate Exhibit nunbor, according to 
tho nan;.or in tihioh tho von Knioricn docunent boo!: tras handled yostortloy. 
Docoaont 12, Exhibit 183; 

Docunent 13, Hdtiblt 18b; 
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DR. SILCHER: Ifecunent U, Exhibit 18^; Document 15, B*hihit_lfl6; 
Document 16, Exhibit 187s Document 17, Exhlhit 188; Docuaent 18, Exhibit 
189; Deeunori, 19, Exhibit 19D, Document 20, Exhibit 191. The next throo 
documents, 21, 22, ard 23, aro again merely rcforcncos and will not got 
an cjd\ibit number of their o». Tnen a supplement will be available by 

tomorrow, which is Doc user* Huaber 24. Stell I assign that a number now? 

• 

TOE PRESIDENT: No. lot's wait until Monday on that. Dr. Silchor. 

Now, Dr. Bemdt, we aro ready for you. 

DR. BERNDT: Mr. President, ay secretaxy has not arrived yot. Sho 
will bo hore nny ninuto now. 

THE PRESIDENT: Vory well, wo'11 wait for you. 

DR. B0RNE2I»NN: May I say this in regard to lour Honor's inquiry* 

The throo documents contained in Aipplemont 2 to Docuaent Book 14 tor Moor 
wero offerod to Your Honors on 30 April, Docuaent tor M 0 rr 159, an affidavit 
of M r . Howard, was givon Exhibit Niwbcr 278. Docucort 160, an affidavit 

• 

of Dr. loohr, bocomo Exhibit 279. lbo Inst decuaent, ter Mccr Numbor I 63 , 
an eff idavit of Mr. Huotz, ms assigned Exhibit 280. Pursuant to lour 
Honor's inquiry yesterday, I handed in theso numbers to Your Honors in 
writing yesterday. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. 

• • 

DR. BCRNSMAMi: T hat clarifies that matter. . 

TOE PRESIDENT: Th?.t takes care of that, coursol. 

DR. BERNDT: Mr. President, in compliance with Your Honors' 
request, I cm now going to suhait the three books which aro entitled 
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"Economic Regulations in the Third Reich" j at tta same timo I an going 
to hand tto originals to the Secretary General. The explanations nay bo 
given in ono of the sub sequent sessions, if I understood Your Honors 
correctly. I shall give these (tocuaorts General Dofenso Exhibit nunbers; 
after the number th\t Dr. Silchcr has Just assigned, 191, my document 1 
becomes Dofensc Exhibit 192. 

THE PREaDQfT: Just a ccaent. Now, have we had any documents 
on regulations of cconccvy of the Third Reich up until this timo, o» are 
those tho first? 

DR. BERNDT: These arc tho first. 

THE PRESIDENT: Then you c*y go ahead. 

DR. BERNDTt Thon ay Docueori. 1 will become Dofonso Exhibit 192; 2, 

193! 3, 194! 4, 195! 5, 196; 6, 197i 7, 198; 8, 199i 9, 200; 10, 201; 

• # ••••• • 

11, 202; 12, 503; 13, 204; 14, 205; 15, 206, 16, 207; 17, 208, 18, 209; 
19, 210; 20, 211; 21, 212; 22, 213; 23, 214; 24, 215; 25, 216; 26, 217; 

# t • 

27, 218; 28, 21 9; 29, 300 ; 30, 301 - 

THE PRESIDENT: Wist a minute. M 0 havo Jumped from 219 to 300. 

lot’s got .bock to — 

DR. BERNDT: I bog your pnrdon. 29 will bccanc 220, 30, 221; 

• * • • • 

31, 222; 32, 223; 33, 224; 34, 225; 35, 226. This concludes all tho 
dccumorts in Book 1, nnd r.ow wo turn to Book 2.- Document 36 .-there will 
become Dofonso Exhibit 227; 37, 228 ; 38, 229; 39, 230 ; 40 , 231; 41, 232, 
42, 233, 43, 234; 44, 235; 45, 236; 46, 237; 47, 238; 48, 239, 49, 240. 
This concludes Book 2. In Book 3 my Document 59 will become E*hihit 241; 
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60, 242; 

THE PRESIDENT: Just a accent. Doctor got back over in jour Book 2. 
I think wo aro confused, perhaps, by a blank page. You have socc more 
cfacunonts you did not get through there. The last one you offered was 

0 

49 as 240, and your 5° should be 241, as wo have it. Then go aheed from 
there. 

DR. BERNDT: Tho book erds with dscuaont - oh, yos, page 7 has 
boon emitted in the index. 

THE PRESIDENT« Vory well, I will help you thon until you got it. 
Yoia- D 0 eumont 50 will bo your Exhibit 241. 

DR. BERNDT: Yes, 241. 

THE PRESIDENT: 51, 242. 

• • 

DR. BERNDT: 242, yes, and 50 will become 243. 

THE PRESIDENT: No, you havo tw> 50'a thoro. Lot's strnighton that 
out. Lot's call that last 50, 5pa. 

DR. BERNDT: No, I Just see that Document 52 on pogo 6 of tho irriox 
would boconvo 244. 

THE PRESIDENT: Now wo aro not that far along. Cot back to jour 
p-go 7. Your Docunont 50 at tho top of our pago is to havo Nuefcor 241. 

e 

, DR. BERNDT: Yes. 

THE PRESIDENT: Tie noxt ora is 51, whith wft will givo 242. 

DR. BERNDT: Yes. 

THE PRESIDENT: Now you havo another 50. 

DR. BERNDT: That is a mistake. That should, bo 52. 
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THE PRESIDENT: Then if you do that you will have a 52 on the next 

page. Now, lot's call this last - 

DR. BERNDT: Yos, then we can cake it 52a and that takes caro of 
thet misteko. 

THE PRESIDENT: Let's cake the lest 50, tho one that follows 51, 
5Ca, erxi givo it nuaber 243, end wo aro through with that pago; and then 
got over to tha other jago and start ovor again, and 1 believo you aro 
all right, Doctor. 

DR. BERNDT: Hr. President - 

THE PRESIDENT: Horo's what your troublo is - no. 

DR. BEKiDT: I didn't follow this tioo. 

THE.PRESIDENTt V c ry woll. Lot *e help you new. Now, wo aro on 
pngo 7. 

DR. BERNDT: I ropcat. <>n page 7 at the top thciois Documont 50. 
That will bo Exhibit 2U. T hen thoro will bo Docunort 51 »hich *411 
bcccco Exhibit 242. T hen thoro is Docuoent 50, and that should bocomo 
51a and bocoao Exhibit 243. 

THE PRESIDENT! V c ry woll. Now we Jy.ve it. I can toll you aro 

going to run into troublo a littlo later, but wo will wait until wo got 

• • • 

to it. Now, ort tho next pr.go is Docuaorl 52, Dr. B cmdt. 
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CS, BERNDT: On page 7a there is no document number. On page fl of 
the index there is now Document 52. TIjat will becaae Exhibit 21*1*. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. 

ER. BERDT: Then on pago 9 of the index, the first document is 
53, which will be cone Exhibit 215. 

THE PRESIDENTi Now, you are in more trouble. 

ER. BERNDT: And now there is another mistake, after no. 53 there 
ccces 52, and that is wrong. I therefore ask that that should bo called 
53* and become Exhibit 2U6. 

THE PRESIDENT: That is satisfactory, 

DR. BERNDT: Then there is Docuaont $U, Ebchiblt 21*7 i Then pleaso 
turn to page 10, which begins with Docuaent 55* and that will bocone 
Fxhibit 21*8; 56, 21*9; 57, 25b; 58, 251. And I believe that really 
concludes Book 2 this ti-ie. Vie have, honevor, a supplement No* 2 to 
Book 2. I hope that your Honors have received that already. 

THE PRESIDENT: TTc do not seen to have it,. Dr. B^ndt. Y.*o have 
ono copy of it. Is that Just one document? 

DR. BERNDT: There are /our docuronts. 5Ua, b,c, and d, and all 
of that is Document No. 81. 

THE PRESIDENT: Just a scoent. That seems to be a Document No. 

01, pages 5Ua, b,c, and d. Is each page a separate — 

ER. BERJfDT: Y 03 , Nr. President. 

THE PRESIDENT: But not separate documents? * 

DR. BERKDT: It's only one document. No. 81, and l.ask thAt that 
document be marked as Exhibit 21*8. 
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THE PRESIDENT; A*st a ccoent, Dr. 

DR. BESHDT: Ho, no — it should become 252. 

THE PRESIDENT: V e ry well. 

DR. BERNDT: Now I want to continue with Document Book 3. 

The first document is on page 3 of the index. Document 59. This 

will become Exhibit 253• Document 60, 251*; 61, 255; 62 , 256; 61*, 257# 

THE PRESIDES!?: Now, Dr. Berndt, I an wondering if we shouldn't 

change that 61* to 63, because when you got to the next page.you will 

have a 61* and you do not have a 63. Hill that be all right? At the 

botton of that page to make that one 63 instead of 61*? look ovor on 

your next page and you will see it. 

DR. BERNDT: I believo your suggestion is a good one, Ur. President. 

Thon Document 61* on page 3a should be changed to Docuaent 63. That 

will become Exhibit 257. Then on page 1* of tho index, Docuaent 61* 

will become Exhibit 258; 65, 259; 66, 260; 67, 261; 60, 262; 69, 263. 

Cn page 5, 70, 261*; 71, 265; 72, 266. Cfc page 6, 73, 267. On pago 6a 

thore is no separate number. Ch page 7, Docuoont 71* is Bchibit ‘268; 75 

0 

is Exhibit 269. On page 8 there is again no nuaber. Pago 9. 

THE PRESIDENT: H a it a moment. Now get tack to Document 267. I 
mean your Exhibit 267, which was Document 73. Lot's start from there 
again. 

ER. BERNDT: Document 73 on page 6 will become Exhibit 267. 

THE PRESIDES?: Very well. Then 71* rill be 268. 

DR. BERNDT: Yes. 

THE PRESIDENT: Now we have another, 73. 
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DR. BERMQT: I beg your pardon^ that reads 75. 

THE PRESIDENT: TT 0 11, if re will do that we'll get in a little 
trouble on the next page. Let's sake that 7la, is that satisfactory? 

DR. BHPJfDT: Yes. Then that docxnent should be called 7ba. 

THE PRESIDENT: Now, get over c*i the next to the last page and you 

have a 75. 

DR. BERNDT: That is on page 9, 75. That will becomo 270. Then 
76 to 80 — 76 will taccm 271; 77, 272; 78, 273; 79, 27U; 80, 275, and 

that provides all of the documents with Exhibit nvaabers. 

THE PRESIDENT: Wait a moeent. You've got a 76 down there again 
now. We'd better change that to a 76a at tho bottco of your page 9. 

DR. BERJIDT: Ur. President, cn page 9 there are only two documents 
listed — 75 and 76. 

THE PRESIDENT: I don't think our German and English books run 
alike. That is pvt of our trouble here. But following the documents 
that you had — 76 to 80 — 

UR. SPREEHER: Ur. President, I think I can help out on this. Whoro 
tho first listing is 76 through 80, that is more or less Just an over-all 
title, and Dr. Borndt really wants to begin down below with 76 where it 
lists tho corporation tax law of 16 October 193h. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. r e understand that now, Dr. 

DR. BZRNDT: Hay I then ask that I be permitted to make this state¬ 
ment? Tho economic regulations have eighty documents, and the last 
Exhibit No. is 275. 


THE PRESIDENT: That is correct. How, counsel, as far as we are 
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advised, this Tribunal is in an unusual situation. For the first tine 
since the 27th of last August we have no documents on our desk to be 
received in evidence. There probably will be scoe casing in during the 
day from the processing agency. A s ide perhaps from raking soae announce¬ 
ments and having some understanding with reference to our future acti¬ 
vities, there doesn't seen to be any reason for the Tribunal remaining 
in session today. I shall ask Judge Hebert, who has charged his mind 
with keeping track of our program, to review the situation .so that 
there may be no misunderstanding, before we do recess. 
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JUDGE H2BERT: The situation, as tho Tribunal understands it, as of 
the present ti 10 is that tho folio*.i.ig arc the only outstanding ratters of 
which we afo advised! 

On tooorrow coming, that is, Friday morning, Dr. Si Ichor will show 
the lantern slidos and concludo tho presentation of the natter that wo 
have called basic information. 

Also for tomorrow Dr. Nath, undor a reservation previously raado, 
will recall tho defendant Kuchno to the stand for some questions on docu¬ 
ments, in accorda cc with an understanding roached with Dr. Lunwwrt aorao 
tiao ago. 

On Monday, Or. Hoffman, as counsol for th~ defendant Asfcros, has one 
witness whom ho expects to havo available for examination at that timo. 

On Monday afternoon, in accordance with tho gonoral announcement 
proriously aado by the Frosidont, all of tho outstanding documents will 
then bo introcucod i.i evidonco. They will bo given numbers, even if thoy 
should not bo available in the English or in tho final procossod form. 

Thoro is also the iratt-r of the possibility of a witness for tho 
defendant Kuglor bolng available on either Monday or TbeSday. It was 
previously indicated to us that if that witnoss appears that ho would bo 
examined hero, so that is set for Monday or Tuesday, depending upon tho 
availability of that witness. 

Vio also understand that Dr. Berndt has a witness who is to bo examined 
in connection with the subject ratter of economic regulations in tho Third 
Reich, and that witn-ss cannot bo available beforo Tuesday, Hay 11. Wo 
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will hoar the witness at that tioo. 

Now, those uatters conclude the schwdulo of the o^tsVanfling ovidonco 
as we understand the situation, of eourso, with the reservation of any 
natters that are pertinent and proper in connection with the handling of 
the ontiro rebuttal problen which is now boforo the Tribunal. 

THE RESIDENTS Are th-ro any announcements or inquiries boforo wo 
recess until tonorrow morning? 

MR. SRECHER: Mr. President, two things. Here's the copy of Dr. 
Schubert's action which I'll pass up to you in.->odiat©ly. 

THE PRESIDENT! Thank you, counsel. 

MR. SRICHERi And, secondly, Mr. Prosidont, I personally misunder¬ 
stood you. I understood you to aaj that today tho objections to motions 
in Rebuttal Book 93 would bo in. Yesterday I thought you said for both 
93 and 9U. 

THE RESIDENT: I noticed wo had aoao of your response a with respect 
to 9U, I think. 

MR. SR-XHERi I made responses yesterday ovoning up to eight o'clock 
to all three books, 92, 93 and 9b. But sy point is, does tho dofenao 
havo uitil this evening at oigjit o'clock to get in cfcjoctions to 93 and 
9b or jtat 9b. 

THE RESIDENT! Last night I understand was tho end of tho other 

one* 

MR. SR-XhER: Thon I misunderstood you this rorning. 

THE RESIDENT: Dr. Siemers, I think I probably know what is 

worrying you with roforonco to your notions on 9b. If you havo sooiothing 
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else. I'll just say to you that wo w 0 ro in session last night until 
eleven o'clock and we thought we coilo anticipate! that wc would have a 
little daylight today because of the short program and we will take up 
immediately and that is ttw next order of business with us to pass on 


that motion.. Do you have anything else? 

DR. SIEMPRS: Yes, Mr. President. Icbn't Want to urge this point 


on Your Honors, I thought it was perhaps too much for you, but for order's 


sako I wanted to point out that I had another witness approved by Your 
Honors who has not yet arrived. That is Jesco von hittkamer who is to 
come from Landsb-rg. 

May I remark that it's perhaps unn-cosaary to oxandno him but I an 
told that ho is going to arrive today so that I can't speak to him boforo 
tomorrow. I hopo that it won't bo nceossary to hear him, but if It is 
nocessary it will bo a v*.ry brief examination bocauso I am only going to 
treat a fow questions. 

THE {RESIDENT: Will you picaso k~op Aidgo Hebert advised as to what 
your situation is? 

M. SIHU-TSt Yos, Your Honor, of courso. 

DR. MUELLER: Ur. Prosidont, may I ask that a fow of tho dofondants 
who dosiro it bo permitted today to continuo their work in tho Documont 
Room that thoy couldn't ccopluto yesterday? 

THE {RESIDENT: If you will give thoir naiKS to tho Marshal, wo shall 
direct the Marshal to aako the arrangoaents. 

MR. SPREC. BR: Sinco that point has coco up I might just roontion 

that tho prosoctuion, to tho host of its ability, has put all documents 
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originating fran carbon fil-s, without any reservations as either, 
cross examination or rebuttal, in that roco as of yesterday. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you v_ry much. 

DR. 7RABANDT (Dofonso Counsol for tho defendant Ducjrrfold): Mr. 
Presidont, I havo a short announcement. Wo have a witness approved by 
lour Honors. Wo havun't examined hi a as yot. Tou may reaoniber that ttoro 
is something loft oVwT Iron tho tino when wo prosantod our ease. I hopo 
that I can got tho witn-ss h~ro by tcoorrow and p-rhaps It will bo possiblo 
that, aftor th» agonda announced by Aidgo Hebert, this witness might por- 
hapo be oxaairv-d tomorrow. 

THE PRESIDENT: Counsol, will you tako that mattor up informally with 
Judgo Hobort and ho'11 speak for tho Tribunal in making whatever arrange¬ 
ments aro neeossary with regard to tho subject. 

DR. TRABANDT> Thank you very tuch, Mr. Pr-sldont. 

THE PRESIDENT: Now, gontleron, is there anything furthor? Purhaps 
I should say that I an not advised whothor tho Coanissionor is going to 
bo in session all day or not, but, if thoro aro Coesission-r's hearings 
going on and any of tho dofondants arc interested in attending tho Coomiss- 
ionor's session, wo will arrango, through tho Marshal 5 # offico, to havo 
the defendants excused so that they may attend thoso sessions. 

Now, gontloiaon, if t -ru is nothing further wo'ro about to rocoss. 
Permit mo to say that inasmuch as our tlao is growing short wo will appre¬ 
ciate your cooperation, guntloa-n, in bringing things to tho attention of 
tho Tribunal promptly and in arranging your program so that wo may not, on 
tho last day, havo too many details to burdon our minds about. 
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The Tribunal will now recess until 9:00 o’clock tanoerp* m or ping. 
(k recess was taken until 0900 hours, 7 Hay 191*8.) 
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6 May Ij 8-IW1B-2-1-Spears (Int. JUdiq)>) 
Court Ho. VI, Case Ko. VI - Comiss^n 



Official Transcript of hearing beforo a Connaissionsw 
for liilitary Tribunal VI, Caso VI, in tho nattor of 
tho United Statoa of America against Karl Krauch, ot 
al, defendants, sittirs at Nurnborg, Gonsany, on 
6 Hay 19U8, C eg edssionor Johnson T. Crawford, pro¬ 
siding. 

HE MARSHALs Tho Casaission of Tribunal VI is now in sossion. 

CCJMSSIONER: Tho dofonso ccunsol nay proceed with tho oxanina- 

tion. 

DR. YfEYER: Way or for Dr. Gr.jowski 

REDIRECT EXAHDUTIGN - Continuod 

'arnniy schiot - Boiaod 

BY DR. HEYERt 

Q Dr. Schmidt, rosxmin;, oar discussion of yesterday, I would 
liko to ask you in connection with tho prosecution docunont 11*099 
whothor you hevo tlr.t docunont in front of yew? 

A Y 0 s. 

Q This is Exhibit 2156. This is a lottor fren Dr. Gnjcwski 
to Dr. Paul ! toiler of 28 liarch 1931*. It concorns tho roprosontation 
of tho crodit applications in tho technical cossaittoc of Farbon. Can 
you tell mo how tho normal procoAiro was when yew triod to got now 
funds from thj TEA for tho DAG? 

A l nysolf had nothing to do with that. I know that wo had 
application ferns which were vary larp: and thoro it said, "subjoct 
oattor, tho reason, tho anoint”, and wo handed those forms in to Spar to 



6 May UB-iW!B-2-2-Spccr3 (Int. Juclich) 

Court No. VI, Caso No. VI - Coraisslon 

applications. 

Q T hon I understand yew to Bean thet thoso credit applications 
were givon to TEA via Sportc D.I inosfar as you know? 

ft I tfyink sq. 

Q In this letter tho quoation is, who Airing thoso discussions 
cbout tho need for such expenditures in tho technical ccnoittoo of Ferbon 
roprosontod tho intoroat of DAO. Is it correct that Dr. Paul Huollor 
handled this because, with rospoct to tho sphoros of work in tho IMG, 

Dr. Oejewski did not have tho spociclizod knowlodgo cbout this in ordor 
to bo ablo to doddo on tho nood for tho expenditures? 

A I nysclf was not prosont Airing tho TEA nootings. 

HR. Ai CHAKs Wo will lot tho answer stand. Tho objoction I oin 
about to nnko is to any further interrogations dong this lino bocauso 
tho witnoss has tostifiod that ho personally did not participate in any 
of thoso credit natters in tho ISA. Now, to ask him cbout a lottor 
from the dofondant OeJensUi eddrossod to Itadlor of IV,0, after tho wit-* 
ness has tostifiod that ho porsonally did not participate in thatef- 
feir, is in our view asking an irrolovant quostion. 

DR. WEYER: I pit tho quostion bocauso tho sano subjoot mattor 
tras iiontioncd by tho prosocutor and with roforonco to this sano lottor. 
Apert from that, I wm\t to loam fren tho witnoss what ho knows about 
this irottor, jvan if ho hinsolf was not prosont in tho TEA. That is 
why I pit tho questions, and thoso quostions which 3 shall jxit nor/. 

BY DR. VfEYEP.t 

Q Dr. Sahaidt, did you know this letter. Exhibit 2156 at that 
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Court Mo.VI, Case Ko. VI - CctnissL on 

time when it rras written? 

A This lottur of 23 Icrch, I prcsuao so, but I do not fcomonbar 
having read this letter. 

Q Is it correct that Dr, Rajowski discussed this raattor with 
you in particular? 

A I asswe so, according to this lottor. This is shewn by 
tho fact that Dr. Oajowski writes -Dr. !4iollor had not beon present, 
theroforo, ha talked to mo." That was tho thii* to do. If Dr. Oajowski 
callod up end Dr. Itoollor was not prosont, he would ask for no. 

Q Toorcforo, I can say that you yoursolf wore concornod with 
this nattor at tho time. 

A 103. 

DR. Y/EYER: Tho prosocutor askod no to soy that in viow of 
this fact ho withdraws his abjection to tho so questions. 

BY DR. YfEYEJl: 

^ Hay I ask y<w aqain "hotter it is correct that at that timo 
tho reasons cited by Dr. Rajowski for this woro that, as a rosult of tho 
various sphoros of work, ho hinsolf did not know cnou e h about tho fiold 
of Dr. Paul 1'uollor in order to bo ablo to docido on the credit applica¬ 
tions? 

Sinco Dr. 1 boiler »ras prosont during tho mooting of tho TEA 

and Dr. Ibcllor was best ablo to soo what was noodod, it scoraod tho 

* 

propor thing to do, and I gatlwr fTcra tho description of Dr. I'uollor 
about tho sessions that ho discussod tho reasons and not Dr. Gajowski. 

In this comoction, may I refer to a docinwnt which tho !*r. lTosocutor 
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submitted to no on Friday. 

Q Would you picas- state tho nuub-r? You moan tho Document 

1353li? 

A Tills document is a xott-r f tern Rirben in Wolfoq to tho 
Kroisstabsfuc'iirung in Leipzig, of 13 Jiarch «lz5. In it Dr. Oajowski'a 
position in rolation to us is described so troll that I ecu Id not do it 
better roys-lf. It says hero, "Dr. Gajowski is a number of tho Vorstand 
and also of tho Central Ca»ittoc ef Far bon, ho is in charge of S parte 
III. In this capacity ho is in charge af tho following plants: No 
DAO plant is included there. The firm JCallo, oto. also belongs to his 
Sperto, that is, no JIAO fim. Then, apart from that, ho is tho "Vor- 
bindungsmann" botneon Farbon and TUO, tho liaison mon, that is. Tho 
last sentonco is also interesting. Altogether ho has a staff of opprox- 
ijactoly 39,000 onpleyooa to take ocro of. This doos not includo tho 
anployccs or workors of DAO. T/olfcn docs not list us being undor Dr. 
Oajowskiis direction or care, but they describe hin as a •• Vorb indues- 
nvenn", and I consider Tr. CaJuusJ.'1's capacity in tho TEA in thosaix nay. 
D-1. VCTER: ifey I stato for tho record that this concerns tho 

Prosocution Exhibit 2339. 
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Court Ho. VI, Case Ho. VI - Comission 

Q Ik. Schaidt, you have already answored a few O uostions which 
I intended to pit to you, but since wo arc talking about this, I wqild 
ljko to xoScj: again to tho applications for credit to tho TA. According 
to what >'(u Just said, if I understood you corroctly, ono of tho lb no¬ 
tions of Er. Tajewski as Vorbindirssnann \ras that tho crodits to bo 
handod in nor 3 handed in via his Soar to? 

A los. 

Q As for Justifying tho nood for thoso crodiity, this Justifi¬ 
cation was stated by Dr. lliollcr in tho TEA sossion? Did I undorstand 
that corroctly? 

A ^os, because he was thu ox;>ort. 

Q Can you toll no froj y ,ur r.m knowlodgo whether Dr. Orjowsld 
is an expert in oxplosivos, specifically? 

A As far as I know, no. 

Q And who was tlio best knmrn oxport in Guroany? 

* HUolior, and our spocJalixod choilists and tho directors of 
tho factories. 

C Pion applying for credits wasn't tlicro a field which was not 
passed on t* tho TEA? 

A T '10 nilitary fiold. 

Q Do you aoan explosives f->r nilitary purposes or gunpowder 
for tho amy? 

A riilitary oxplosivoc, y 0 s, all thoso icttors which w 0 suppliod 
to tho Amy Ordnancu t ffico, anything connoctod with that, ovon real 


ostato. 
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6 May U&-iM3-3-2-Kimbuck (Int. Juolich) 

Court No. VI, Crsc No. VI - C'-aiission 

Q If I understood you correctly, no application for credit 
in that connect ion went via Sparte HI to TEA? 

A Ho, not to TEA at all. 

C| And not to Sparta ZQ cithor? 

A Fj. 

C Jr. Schnidt, lot bo non discuss another quostion which tho 
prosocuticn -nntionod. It is tho question of tho tochnioal cooperation 
between Farben and DAG. iSay I ask y cm again, you did not handlo 
tochnical questions at ell? .. 

A Thet is correct. 

Q Can yai thon toll uo anything at all about this frvsn your 
wn 'cncwlodgo? 

A Nothing definite. 

Q Tlic prosecutor askod ycu whothcr such cooperation to >»: ; laco, 
and if I rawnbor correctly y*i ansnerod such tochnical cooperation did 
exist? 

A Yos. 

Q Ifcy I ask yuu what yaj understand by this technical cooporation? 

A T*v.t I call technical cooperation - 

C. .lay I ask ny quostion a littlo noro procisoly in view of what 
tho prosecution discussed with you. I au thinking in particular of 
tochnical corporation butwoon DAO and Sparto III of Farben. Would yeM 
ploaso answer tho question with that Modification? 

A Yes, that is a groat linitation. Tochnical cooperation with 
Sparto III, I knoir nothing about that. I talked about Fa.rbon. I know 

13656 


6 Hay U8-lt4©-3-3*Hlnaback (Int. Juelich) 
Court No. VI, Case No. VI - Ceexaission 


that scrag of our gontlaaoq wopc in tho qccnission for plastic ps;o$ic- 
tion, I know of nary visits in Luduigstofen because tho plastic fiold 
was tho fiold in which tho work of both fires overlapped. I know fron 
Leverkusen that no wore in a traffic comission. I call anything 
tochjrical that is not comorcial or logal, that is, which did .not 
concern the purchasing c oc pission. 

Q I would like to cone or n aysolf nainly with tho technical 
cooperation, that is, in onginooring and chonical rospocts. You Just 
answorod sy question to tho offoct thrt an cxchango of technical know¬ 
how took placo with Lucfrrigshafon or tovorkuacn. I would like to rofor 
again to creations which wo discus sod at tho boginning. Wasn't tho 

causo for this cooporation or this oxchango of know-how tho fact that 

% 

Far bon, as has boon ropoatcdly nontionod in this trial, to a largo 

A 

extent ncdo tho prolininary predicts for tho plan* of D/.G which usod 
thoa for prodiction in tho plastic fiold? 

A Y oa . Farbon supplied those prolininary prodicts bocouso 
Farbon had spociclixod pooplo i?ho cculd adviso us in technical questions, 
for axacplo, questions of hosting. Our chief onginoer cano fron Farbon. 
I know wo woro in a sulpiuric acid ccmission. 

Q If I understand yai correctly it is liko this; that this 
ontiro coopjntion resulted fron tho fCot Ur.t Farbon, as was nontionod 
bore rcpc.-toily, to a largo extent suppliod prolininary products for 
tho prodicts ‘/filch DIG nado? 

A las. 

Q In this connoction I would liko to ask you, wasn't such 
an oxchangc of know-tow or such technical cooporation betwoon fims, of 
which ono usod tho prolininary prodicts of tto other to a largo oxtont, 
SD.'.othing quite custoir.ry? 

A Yos, of ccaxrso. 

Q Therefore, it is nc specific Farbon cooporation which tod 
anything to do with the coiunity of interests agreonent but it would 
have also taken placo without that bocausc Farbon suppliod you with all 
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thoao psoliotaip: 

* ?*: 

ft W *«• • 

A JUy I add, ho cooperated as well with cor tain oxplosivoa 
conpanios conooming tho promotion of oxplosivoa, and also with tho 
celluloid firoa, about tho protection of anything that has to do with 
tho celluloid saloa conbino, in particular about tho raw natoriala, and 
about tho oxponsoa of production and aocurity noasuros in tho production 
of oxplosivoa. Wo oxchangod knou-how with Dupont and ICl, too. 

^ Do I understand you corroctly whan I sumarlzo that duo to 
tho tocimical situation, in which sono firm supplied prolininary products 
and other finis again procossod thoao products, such a cooporation is 
bound to telco placo? 

A Yos, it is cpito aistcmry. For axanplo, whon producing 
plastics wo had a spocial tochnic&l advisory offico for tho procoasing 
of our plastic notorial, and wo had our ovm to a ting plant no roly for 
tho purposo of tosting our prolininary plastic product. 

W And did I understand you corroctly that tho firas who in turn 
uood your ore tact a cooporatod witli you sinilarly? 

A Dofinitoly. 

Q Evon though ary oomoction with your firo did not exist? 

A Yos. 

Q I i/ould liko to ask yew, did tho cooperation in the. nannor 
you just mentioned toko place also in tho explosive field, in particular * 
in tho fiold of military axplosivcs, botwoun Farbon and DAG? 

A I do not know. 

Q In particular in connection with Spar to III, do you know of 
ary such cooperation? 

A I consider that impossible. I could only imagine that Aio 
to tho utilization of row materials — I an thinking of E salt — such 
an exchange of know-how night have taken placo with factories which 

prodicod raw latcrials. I kno; that various processes existed for this. 
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Court No, VI, Case !fo. VI - Cemission 

Q &it yai knew no dotails or positive facts about this? 

“ !*?• I do not knew tho coaposition of military explosives. 

Q And thoroforo, thoro is no point in asking you anything 
further aba. I it. 

DR. rfSYER: I havo no further quostions. 

REDIRECT EXA'UKATIOil 
BY DR. OITClLICfB (For Schmitz) 

Q Dr. Scinits, I would liko to discuss with you onco moro 
tho quostions of tho reports given by DA0 to Farbon in connoction with 
your affidavit, in DAO document book 1. This is your stataaont of 
1 Docaibor »!*7, D..G docuoont amber 7, dofonso oxhibit nurnbor 7. In 
ordor to gain a door picturo of thoso roports I would liko to ask you, 
Dr. Schmitt, to difforontiato vory cloarly botwoon reports givon a) to 
Farbon; b) to tho Aufsichtsrat; and c) to Ooholarot Schmitz insofar as 
ho my hnvo rocoivod tltoso indopondmtly of his position in tho Auf- 
sichtsrct. I attach particular valuo to this subdivision bocauao I 
havo tho iuprossion thet as*a result of tho examination by tho prosocutor 
tho division botwoon tho various typus of reports sonatinas was slightly 
confused, perhaps souotinos through difficultios in translation. 

First of all I would liko to discuss with you tho reports from 
DM* to Farbon. Too y wsolf said in y nir affidavit, 0*0 docunont num¬ 
ber 7, on pago 2, roforring to tho intorost which Farbon had bocouso 
of tho ngroonont for tho casualty of interests in tho businoss result 
of tho DAO, that thoy pointed out that TVJ3 rogularly gavo roports to 
Farbon about tho dovolojnont of tho turnover, tho nonios rocoivod and 
paid out, and sinilar uattors. lfcr first quostion is, to when woro 
thoso reports nado? To when woro tho roports sent? 

“ As far as I know, to tho Farbon Control Financial admin¬ 
istration in Borlin. 
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Q. If I reosabor yourtestic^py correctly whoa the prosoeution quos- 
tinned you, a remark was made a? these rep -rts were addressed to tho 
7erstand rf Farbcn. 

A. Ko, not to tho Vorstand. I cannot renembor that wo wroto any 
lottors to tho Vorstand of Farben. Tho roasoa was that I would not have 
known to wh m we ah"rid h ve addressod it, to Frankfurt or wboro. 

Q. Then nay I summarise y*>ur testin''ny to tho effect that thoso 
regular roper te went to tho Central Financial Adalnlstratlon of Farbon 
In Borlln? 

A. T> tho host of ny recolloctlon. 

Q* Vhat no contained In these roports? 

A. Mainly tho Stato - f our finances, / 'ur rocolpts and tho expenditures 
wo cxpoctcd? 

Q. I would like to put the question dlfforontly. Ito I undorstand 
yrur tootlnony oorroctly that when riving thoso rop'*rts this vns oxcluolvoly 
a roport about tho financial conditions in BAG, th~t this is oaphnsiaod hy 
tho fact that this Central Financial Adalnlatrntlon rocolvcd thoso roporto 
nnd thnt thoso reports woro nado as a rosult of tho financial arrnngponts 
of tho community of intorosts ngroocent? 

A, I assumo so. 

<4. In thoso rop-rts, according to your testimony in tho affidavit, 

DAG d^exsaent number 7, which you have c»nfiraod during the cross oxaninatio 
by tho prococutor, tho development of tho turnover wna aloo troatod. First 
of all I would llko to clarify ono thing. In his inqulrlos tho prococutor 
doscrlhod thoso roports which listed tho go«ds sold, tho rocipiont and so 
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forth, wore rop-rts ever nado sheut that? 

A. Ho, I novor saw that. 

Q. I would like to ask jnu now what y«u understand by dovolopnont 
of tho turaovor in y-ur roport, DSG docuaont n®bor 7. Has that a gonoral 
description of tho turnover? 

A. I asorno so, but perhaps it was eoparatod acoording to oxplcsivos 
and other natters. 

Q, You do not renoabor thoso questions clearly, do you? 

A. Ho. 

Q. Dr. Schaidt, do you know whethor in this description of tho 
turnovor givon to tho Control Financial Adnini station of Farbon, tho 
military factors woro contained and if yos, togothcr with tho civilian 
oxploslvos or sop»ratoly? 

A. I an ■°rry, I cannot rcoonbor what thoso reports lo.*kod liko. 

Q. In that caso ycu can noithcr tostify thnt tho nilitary oxplesivoo 
woro containod in it ? 

A. Ho, I ns sorry. 

Q. Her can jru say whothcr they woro put down togothor with tho 
civilian oxplosivos or sopnratoly? 

A. I cannot do that. 

q. Ac far as you rojonbor. Dr. Schnidt, woro copies of thoso ro- 
ports which woro noroly cado about financial nattors , cont to any other 
ogoncios? 

A. I do not know. I f on 1 1 think so. 

Q. About thoso reports to Farbon, X would liko to ask in conclusion, 
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Court 6, Caao 6 - Comissi-’a 

did these rpg^rts to thf control Financial Artainistratlon of Tarb<®, contain 
-ay do tails about tho prod .cti~n, ab ut s*nrting production of pow pWycts, 
ab-ut planning In tho military fiold «r any dotalls which w-uld hnvo jrn_ 
vldod only tho slightest basis to suppose th’t knowledge oxistod what 
w-s dono in that field In DAG? 

Ho, they woro ncroly figures, no plans or anything liko that. 

How I wont tc rof r to the reports aado to tho Aufsichtsrnt. My 
first question lo, I>r # oehaidt, how long wero tho quarterly reports pro¬ 
scribed by tho law -n shnroholdors, how long woro thoso roports aado to 
overy ncnbor of tho Aufsichtsrat? Until what yerr? 

A. I do not kn°w that fron ay ~vn rocolloctlon. 

Q, If I rononbor oorroctly, y -u did naao a figure to tho prosoedrr 
for tho yoar 1935 during tho cross ox*ilnntl-n? 

A. Yes, I was ablo to find this figuro In <no of tho docunonts, or 
I know it boaiuso I '•lscussod this in Trelsdorf boforo I was oxnminod horo. 

Q. May X understand y-'ur question acan th"t you havo not posit 1 to 
knowlodgo that thoso roports woro aado until 19®? 

A» According to tho daemonts I gal nod tho conviction that it wno 
orntlhuod until '35. Froo ny own rocolloctlon, with ut docunonts, I do not 
know this. 

Q. Dr. Schaldt, X na not lntorostod in clarifying whethor this was 

at tho ond -f '34 or '35 or in tho first quarter of *36. You yourself 

did n-t flvo any dofinlto tino in yur affld-rit, DAG d"c\nent nunbor 7, 

but yu doscrlbod this date in a different aannor by saying whon f’O business 

of DAG was lafluoncos to a groat oxtont by tho nilltnry, you stoppod *Jving 

13662 


6 Mey 46J'_S’rf_4_4_Hinabucie (Juolicfa) 
C'mrt 6, Caao 6 - C-~nnission 


those rop-rts. 

A. if tor the Vohrhohoit ha«\ too r . eatabliohod and wo bognn to ro- 
coivo crdors. 

^ lo whet your was thnt7 

A. I bolievo in '55. 

Sven If y*»u don't renenber Any dofinito dato you can say for 
cortain that It vat hb«ut th-t tine, it night hnvo boon .i x nontht sooner 
or intor, is th*>t right? 

A. I know oxnctly froa ny own rocolloction without aooing any 
drciennte that when vo atartod working for anarrsonts at tho tloo I oaid 
to nyoolf, "How lot u* discontinue thoto roportt to tho Aufaichtorat 
which aro such a nuiennco." This vat a protoxt for uo to got rid of 
thoto annoying roportt which always na'o a lot of work for uo. 

Q. Or. ochaidt, what happcnod after you disc-ntlnuod roporting 
to tho ontiro Auftichtcrot? 

A. Tho Chairon "f tho Aufsichtarat continuod to rocoivo roportt 
from uo, and wo atkod hia n-t to info ns tho Aufsichtarat or than. 

Q. Dr. Schaldt, I don't entiroly understand tho roat'm y-u Just 
girvo, bocauso if on tho -no hand y«u wanted to oavo tine or for o-no othor 

s 

rontons -f convonionco y-u wantod t« discontinue tho roporto to tho on- 
tiro Aufsichtarat but continued to 6ivo those roports to tho chnimon 
of tho Aufoichttrat f«r his inf.-raation, that it, that you still had to 
make tins ''ut, then y-u did not save any work , really, did you? Aron't 
thcro any other reasons which were dccislvo for discontinuing ttoso re¬ 
ports? 
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A Added was the fact that we were not allowed to say anything 
abcut oilitary natters. Therefero wo did not know what we should toll 
the Aufsichtsrat in these reports. Sycry quarter wo could only generally 
doscribe tho various branches of production. Those were phrasew that tho 

• hw r • I v ' t * 

***** nh rr.vo* 1 

turnovor had increased or had remained the same, ard every charter wo 
did this. 

0 After 1935 «hon you ccasod giving the reports to tho ontiro 
Auf sichtsrat and gave then only to the chairmen, — I an now talking about 
tho time froa 1935 to 1938 — was tho actual content of tho report also 
changod or did it contain tho sane matters as tho reports which hod gone 
to tho ontiro A ufsichtsrot before 1935? 

A I do not know. 

Q lJho was tha chaiman of tho Auf sichtsrat in the DAG from 1935 

to 1938? 

A Herr wn Schinkcl. 

% 

Q Sinco when was Herr von S c hinkol chairman of tho Aufsichtsrat 

of DAG? 

A More than forty years, I bcliovo. 

<] That is ever sinco the tine when DAG had nothing to do with 
Farben or cny of its predecessor firms? 

A loars beforo I Joined DAG. 

0 May X clarify again that Airing thoso years from 1935 to 1938 
a gontloiarn who had nothing to do with Farben — that is the chairman 
of tho Aufsichtsrat — received tho quarterly reports, but that tho 
roprosertativos or mashers of Farben in tho Aufsichtsrat were not informed. 
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i Joa, 

Q '.hen did **crr von S c hinkcl leave the DAG Aufsicht-sret as chairman? 

A As far as * know in 1936. 

# » ^ 

9 bepanc his sirpossor? 

A Goheimrat Schmitz. 

Q D r . S c hoidt, may I ask yew to look at the letter from D r. Paul 
Mueller to Gchtdmrat Schmitz of 24 Septanber 1938. This is Docucortt 
NI 15163, Prosecution Exhibit 2159. 

w * 

A Of 24 September 1938? 

Q Yes. This lottor bears your signature. 

A Yes. 

Q Does the wording of tho lottcr show that this lottor of 24 

• • 

September 1938 for tho first tiao oontionod that Gc he la rat Schmitz, es 
chairman of tho Aufsichtsrnt received tho quarterly reports which had 
horotoforo been sent to Mr. ven Schinkcl? 

A Yes. 

Q In this letter you say: "The turnover figures also ircludo our 
nilitaiy supplios about ihich we aro not allowod to talk g<norally. 

1 Without tho so figiros tho report w>uld give an antiroly wrong improosion." 
Uy qaostion concerning this is: "As for these deliveries to tho oilitaxy, 
wero tho figuros on this contained in tho total figuros or wore thoy listod 
separately, and if tho lettor is the ease wore they separated according 
to types of explosives or how was this report made? 

A Since it says hero, "the turnover figures include," 1 presumo 


thoy aro contained in the 


figure. 

13665 


6 !iayM-IL-5-3-Gaylord tint. Juelich) 
Court VI Case VI COadSSION 


Q Together with the civilian turnover? 

A Tea, togethef idth the civilian turnover. 

Q In these reports tq the chairman of tfie Aufsichtsrafcj aftor 1938, 
when Geheimrat Schcdtz received those reports, was any report made about 
the starting of new plants, the capacities, the kind of production in 
the military soctor in detail, and similar matters? 

A Mo. 

Q A a a result, in your opinion, was this report suitable to glvo 
an impression to tto recipient about the ectivity of the DAG concoming 
the field of military explosives end gunpowdor? 

A No. 

Q* Bo you know whether these reports to tho chairman of the Auf- 
sichtsrct iwrc changed after 1938 — thnt is from 1938 to 19A5? 

A I beliovc so. Some months ago 1 found out in Troisderf that 
this report as we gave it to Kerr von Schinkol and vhidi wo now gavo to 
Cohedmrat Schmitz, was only made exit in that form on ono occasion. 

Q T^crofero, is that tho report which is mentioned in tho lottcr 
of 2U September 1938? 

A Yes. 

• . I 

Q Dr. Schnddt, I ask ycxi to look at Document 15162. I bdiovo it 
boars tho next Exhibit number bit. 1 on not quite sure. 

A Tibet is this? 

Q 'This is tta Exhibit Nuaber 2160. 

A And what is this? - 

Q This is a letter free DAG to Geheimrat Schmitz which also bears 
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• • 

your signature. It is dated 2 October 1939. Do you have that lotto*: in 
front'of you? 

A No, 

• 

Q May 1 give it to you then. Please tell me, Dr. Schmidt, whether 
tho drafting of this letter is a confirmation of the testimony you mado 
Just row. Does it confirm .your testimony, namely that the manner of 
reporting customary until then in tho foro of quarterly reports, which, 
to a cortain extent, contained factual statements, at the latest, at tho 
timo when this lottcr was sent off, was changod to sending puro lists of 
figuros. 

A Yes. That can bo seen from the lottcr. 

Q And what did these lists of figures deal with? What two groups 
of figures? 

A The so of 2 Octobor 1939? 

Q Yos. I assume th».t this report as discussed in this lottor is 
typical for tho roports nado after this change. 

A Yos. Tumovor fibres and number of anploycos oro given. 

0 Lot me sumcriio. In your opinion es member of tho Vorstand 

0 • • • 

of DAG, were thoso quarterly reports, in particular after 1938, suitod 
to give tho chairman of tho Aufsichtsrat oven a superficial impression 
of tho conditions of production and the general work done by DAG in tho 
field of oxplosLvcs? 

A No. Uordy figures. 

A 

Q Bo foro I talk about the reports cade by subsidiary Urns of 
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DAG, I would liko to ask another question. Jt pefer* to Prosocut$on 
Exhibit NI 14096. Do you have that in front of you? 

A Yes; 11 April 1934, that is correct. 

Q There the fact is nentioned that Dr. Gajewski asks to havo coxiain 
Jccuccit 8 ser* to him. May 1 ask you to concert, about the second paragraph* 
What figures docs Dr. Gajewski want there? 

A Expenses and noncy spent for purchasing for the last quartor of 

1933. 

q The sontcnco can be urdorstood differently. Did Dr. Gojewski 

• / 
require tho purchasing figuros, tho turnover Qgurcs, and thirdly tho 

figures of tho expenses, or doos ho war* tho figuros of tho money spont 

% 

for purchases according to tho turnover? - . 

A To cnablo Spnrto III to onto comparison with othor purchasing 
ngcncios, this concerns merely tho turnover figures end tho figure® of 
expenses incurred in tho purchasing. 

Q Do you know why the so Ggurcs were asked far? 

A To onablo them to mate a comparison, ns it says horc. 
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v • • • • 

Q Thank you, I would ljjw £5 pacify fof the rocarti fchjifr the 
letter you just motioned is the prosecution Exhibit £338. Be. ^haidt, 

I wish to discuss a difforerfc subject n cm. I Mould like to discuss with 
you in what nennor the report of DAG to Farben, treated tho activity 
of the Vorwortchemio. First of all, in these letters to tho coitrnl 
financial administration, what can you toll no about that? 

A I do not know f roa ay cwn recollc ction. 

^ ait I believe, D r . S c hsidt, that the prcoocutor roccivcd certain 
answors from you when questioning you about this. Thcrofbro, lot me 
specialize ay question a little. Did the reports to the central financial 
administration contain tho turnover of Verwortchcaio, and if so, wore 

they combined with the turnover figures themselves or were they listed 

• 

• • 

separately? And in case the latter is tiuo, was the independent turnover 
of v erwertchenie sub-divided according to various branches of production 
or according to any other decision? 

A They were not svbdivided as far as your last question is concemod. 
1 Uere they contained in one figure in the reports? 

A I believe so. Just s oaxent. As GmbH no. In our DAG reports? 

No. 

0 

Q Therefore the reports to the Central Financial Administration, 
let me say, according to jour present recollection, did not contain any 
figures about the Verwcrtchcaie? Is that correct? 

A 1 must think this over. 1 know that in the turnover figures 
which we set dom ourselves we included the subsidiary firms with that 

a 

3hare to such an extent as which cerresponded to our share in the capital. 
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For a company in which np hag (fi £jr cent oE #e shares we listed the 
turnover aj 69 per cent jrf the tcfcal. I cannot testify how thia was in 
the OnbH, 

Q I don't wart to mate you say anything if you are not sure about 
this. Only I must ask you absout this because you did testify Wien the 
prosecution questioned you about this. 

A I see. 

9 Kay I summarize your present attitude by saying that when in 
the reports to the Central Financial Adainistration, according to jour 
present recollection, no special listings according to separate product 
were contained? .... 

A Certainly no specified lists. 

Q .... About the production of v erwertcheoie, and, may I assume 
that you do not know whether they were contained in it at all and as a 
result you do not kixJw whether they were listed as inleperdent figures or 

together with the turnovor of DAO itself? Is that a correct statement? 

• # 

A Yes. In no case were there any specified date in them; if at all, 
they could only have been total figires. 

Q Your stater*rt that these reports made to the Central Financial 
Administration were not at all suitable in informing the recipient of theso 
reports about the activity of DAG in the military ornament field, did it 
givo them any sort of impression, also to the Verwertcheraie, or did it givo 
them a better impression or a worse impression? 

A Yes. / v * 

Q The prosecutor Just points out to me — I think he is Justified 
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in doing a> that your reply does rot correctly answer my question 
because I gave you three alternatives. Is it true to the same extent 
or more so or less so for the Verwertchemie? 

A To be able to gain an insight, only to a lesser extent. 

Q Thank you. Let me now talk about the reports of the Verwertchenie 
to the^Aufsichtsrat. bould you please comment on that again? 

A I .an convinced that we did not mention the Verwertchemie in the 
Aufsichtsrat at all. 

Q Dr. S c haidt, I an talking about the quarterly reports, first 
of all, to all members of the Aufsichtsrat, ard later on only to the 
chairman of the Aufsichtsrat. Pleac let us talk about that. Let m ask 
detailed questions now. Did the quarterly reports contain data about the 
Verwertchemie until 1935 7 

A I consider that completely out of the question. 

3 Before that time, did tho Verwertchomie become activo at all in 
the armament field *hich we are discussing here bofore 1935? 

A I don*'t think so. 

• 0 

Q The period of time from 1935 to 1938 we need not discuss bocauso, 

according to your own testimony, at that time no member of F arben, in 
particular nono of tho defendants, received the report.' New lot mo talk 
about the reports to Geheicrat Schmit* after September 1938. Please 
look at Document NI-15163 again. Exhibit 2159. Does this report give you 
any reason to believe whether the DAG report included the turnover 
figures of v crwertcheicio or not? 
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A I dsn't thiqk jo, only DAG. 

3 May I ask you now to look at the next prosecution exhibit, 
NI-15162. This is your letter of 2 October 1939. * ' 

A What date? 

1 2 October 1939, MI-15162. 

- A I don't have that. 

X * • 

Q This prosecution exhibit contains a number of letters. The first 

• t. 

one is of 2 Octobor 1939; then there is 18 January 1940, 16 May 1940, 

13 July 1940. Those are letters referring to the documents sent to 
Geheimrat Sc^tz every quarter. You answered ay 'creation about the 
utilization of the turnover of the Vcrwertcheaie to the effect that 
according to your knowledge these turnover figures were not included. 0 n 
the other hard, the letter of 2 October 1939 contains sanothirg about tho 
number of anployeea. In tho last sentence, there is the following remark. ' 
Concerning theso figures, "from non on tho figures of tho GmbH for tho 
evaluation of chemical p-oducts’will be listed separately by us." Dr. 
Schmidt, can you tell no "hat caused you, in October 1939, that is aftor 
the outbreak of war, to mention separately the number of employees of 

QnbH, that means the Verwcrtchcmio, "hich until then you had named 

% « 

together with the cmploycos of tho other firms? What mado you list them 
separately? 





13672 


6 Hcy-^-IL-7,8, -1- Rosier (int. Juclich) 

Court VI Case • VI - C01&3SSI0N 
• • 

% 

^ I do not know the reason. I can only imegino that tho figuro 
*»!5!Wed fco such cfi cjtcpt *n fcta QffiH fhat it *>uld have confused 

C * ' .• 

tho picture of the DAG, and tte.t is why we named tho figuro separately. 

THE CCOaSSIONER: Just a ainutc, Counsel. The Conmissior. will bo 
in recess for e few minutes. 

(A short recess was taken.) 

Takes 7, 8; Pr.go 2; 1100 to 1130; 6 May 1%8; Raolcr (Int. Reischcr) 

THE COildSSIONER: Counsol will prccood with the examination. 

BY DR. GIERLICK3: 

Dr. S c haidt, boforc the roccss, we stoppod with the diecussion 

• • • 

of tho reasons which caused tho DAG in the fall of 1939, that is to say, 
after the outbreak of tho war, to separate tho employees of the Verwert- 
chcnio froo th: other ccmpanios of the Coobino. Do you bolievo that 
this separation was perhaps also duo to conditions of a social and political 
nature, bccauso after all, the employees Of tho Vorwcrtchcoio wero not 
actual employees of the Coobino factories, and for that reason Gchoimrat 
Schmitz, in considering social welfare, ... 
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, JR. A1EHAN: This is re-dircct on the part of the Qefenge. The 
last question was yery sgggcst^ve ang leading. Jt was onjy poqnsol 
testifying artf nqfe the jdtr.css. 

Wc object to that on that ground and on the additional ground that 
it is speculative. . 

DR. GIERLICHS (For Defendant Schcitr): I cannot agree with the 

I I 

Prosecution. The witness answerod in direct that ho was not able to give 
any concrete reasons for this separation. I believe that it is poraissiblo 
in redirect to suggest to the witness a certain interpretation in order 
to refresh his recollection, and then to ask hijn whether such <» nsidorations 
were of any importance there or not. 

BY DR. GX2RLICHS: 

' Q Hill you now please answer ay question, witness? 

A I don't know. 

Q Thank you. 

A Tho workers of the G.a.b.H. were not workers of the DAG. 

3 Then i can leave this subject of regular reports on tho activities 

of Vorwortchosdo. The Prosecutien then asked you. Dr. Schmidt, whothor 

you reported to Farben on the plans for tho Vorwcrtchomio, and jou on a wo rod 

Yes to that question. Bid this reporting activity consist in reporting 

/ 

once to a Farben office the fact that the Vorwortchcaio was supposod to 

bo the oxooitivo company for tho “ontan plant? Or was this reporting 

• • 

activity handled in such a way that your reported regularly to Farben 
about tho activity of the Vorwertchoaio, about putting each new plant 
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in operation, about production capacity ard 

A Ncj £f J said — but f don't rarccbcr it — Uiat ho reported 
to ? arbcn about the plans of the G.a.b.H. — no — I reaosber that I 
said what our intertions were with the G.a.b.H. But wo did not report 
to F arbcn about the actual plans that the G.a.b.H. itself had. Ho never - 
roported to Farben, for instance, on rew plans that the G.a.b.H. wanted 
to execute. 

Q Do I then understand you correctly to say that reporting took 

0 

place to Farben once concerning the basic fact that the Vorwortcheaio was 
to bcccoio tho executive ccapony for the k ontan installations? 

A Yes, that was it. 

Q And thnt this report took place onco and in a very goncral fora? 

A I .don't know anything else about it. 

• see 

Q D r . Schaidt, would you pleaso in the flituro not speak of G.m.b.H. 
but of.Vorwortchenic, Just as I will try to do, because othorwiso tho 
record will not be clear enough. 

In this connect ion I would like -to shew you onco moro Prosecution 
Doc urn nt 15215. 

A Yos, 1 have it. . . 

Q It is an affidavit of F r anx Anton Gicrlichs, dated 21 April, 1948. 
This affidavit concerns only ono letter on the subject of "Vorwcrtchaoio", 
addressed to F nr ben, Berlin Wi-7. Do you knew anything about the contonts 
of this letter? 

A No. .i 
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Q Could you tell jee whether this letter was an occurrence that 
happened cnly once, or at least only rarely? Or was it more in the 
nature of a continuous contact with Bcrli^ M|£7 or with another I.G. 

Farben offico concerning the Vcrwcrtchcoio? 

A This looks core like a letter that was just written once. Perhaps 
I would bo able to say snore if 1 knew just how it is entered in the book. 

Q I believe from the affidavit of the witness Gierlich it follows 
that this took does not contain any sore than the fact tkat the DAG 
addressod a lottor to Farben arri that the subject of this letter was 
Verwortchooio. 

A Yos. 

Q That docs not refresh your recollection concerning the contorts 
of this letter, docs it? 

A Mo. 

Q But you can confirm that there was not any frequent, or regular, 
corrospordonco concerning the V cr wcrtchcmio between the DAG and Farben? 

A No, tho& was not. 

Q The Prosecution suggested to you during cross-cami nation that 

f i 

this lottor reported on the business of the Vcrwcrtchanie, that is to say, 

its gcnorcl activities in « coencrcinl and business sense. Now, docs this 

affidavit give you any indication in this direction? 

A No. 

1 I new turn to Prosecution Exhibit 353, which was also shown you 
in cross-examination by the ? rose cut ion. I would like to clarify the 
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following; Bid » urdepstafid your tostioony diring epos 5 c ? am^ratiop 
correctly mean that in the course of this conference in Ipoisdorf 
nothing else was discuosod but the legal problems of drawing up the 
contract for the so-called liontan installations? 

A I pa sorry, 1 don't have the number. What was the nuabor? 

■ * ® 

Q Three fifty-three. This is Exhibit 353, Document No. NI- 5685 . 

Did you understand ay question? 

• _ 

A Yos, I did. This filo note was oade out, according to the 
initials, by Dr. Boecklcr. I djn't knew whether or not we received it at 

• e 

all. It shows deerly, hewevor, what this conference dealt with. D r . Buhl 
visited us in Troiodorf on.31 January 1939 in ordor to flni out for hinoolf 
what tho relationship was and the oannor of conducting twsiross via tho 
G.m.b.H. 

Q I ca sorry, you eentioned tho G.a.b.H. again. 

0 

A I meant tho Vorwcrtchcaic. It esn be soon from this dato aloro, 

January 1939, that previous to that Parbcn did not know about the nature 

of tho contract botwcon us and tho Vcrwortchmio. 

Q Dr. Schmidt, I believe wo do not wish to go into too many do tails 

on this aibjcct. I only want to ask you: Did this conference limit itsolf 

to puroly legal problems concerning the construction of contracts botwoon 
# 

the Roich end tho production companies of th«* liontan? 

A Yes. 

G During this conference, were tho representatives of F arbon 

t 

informed with even one word about the activity of Vcrwortchcmie in tho 
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axoeaent. field in detail — production, turpov^r, installations, and ao 
for^h? ' . * 

A *. 

Q The Prosecution has furthermore ai bait tod this document in order 
to shew that you also reported to/Parbcn concerning the activities of 
Wasag or D eutschc Sprcngchcmie. Kill you pleaso toll ce: “as even one 
word said about tho activity of this company during this conference? 

A No, tho record itself shows this. It roads: "Dr. Schmidt mentionod 
that Kasag also iwrkcd according to the k ont«n schodulo." This, then, 
is only a casual remark in tho course of our conference concerning tho fact 

0 

that not only we ard the Vcrwertehtaio, but also w asag and Sprongchanio, 
all worked under tho same contract scheme. 
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Q. Then I jmeierstand you cgpreptly to say that one can't possibly 
say that this conference was at the same tiro a reporting t 0 faxben 
concerning, the activity of Venrertcheaie or even less Waaag nr Deutsche 
Sprengcheaie? 

A. No. 

Q. In this connection, I would like to as!: you the following question. 
Dr. Schmidt: Tbs there any sort of contact between DAG and ITasag or organ¬ 
izational way after these two companies, Venrertahenie and Sprengchcmio, had 
become one hundred percent owned by OiG or Tlasag? 

A. Whether there l/ere connections of a financial, organizational nature, 
between DAG and 'Josag, that is to say, Ver.rertchoide and Sprengchemio, 
no both groups wore entirely independent. 

Q. Dr. Schmidt, I would then like to turn to Prosecution Exhibit 23hl, 
which I an, afraid has no HI number. Do you have that document? 

A/ Yes, I have it. . . 

Q. Erhibit 23U1—I have Just boon told that tho document has a n HI 
number, 15260. Dr. Sc.iaidt, what is the da to of this lettor? 

A. Date? It says "Main Bookkeeping Offioe, September li, 19U:." 

^Q. WoL!, there is no date, after all? 

A. I don't boo any other date. 

Q. But perhaps Um contents of the lettor show that In any case it oust 

% 

have been written at some* time after 1 Sopteribor 19Mi? % 

A. Yes. 

Q. You answered the question of the Prosecution, I am not quito suro, 

by saying that it was either possible, or you said definitely that it ua3 
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•* * > I 

true, tha£ this letter was a lettgj f£on a scrj.pg of letters with the same 
contentsj alnost a sample. I would like to as!: you in connection with tl»is, 
Dr. Schmidt, do you laicw that according to this sample, reporting to 
Geheiarat Schnits had taken place regularly? If so, from when to when? 

A. According to this letter, I believe it was like this: Wo sent 

then thesfc figures at regular intervals; but horc it says, "as desired", 

% 

and that again looks as though they said requested these figures on ono 
occasion. At any rate, I would not know what tho dates were for this 
reporting, Dut I could inagine, however, that a confordnce with Gehounrat 
Schmitz took placo beforehand and that ho told us, "Will you please givo 
us theso figures", and that is perhaps why wo wroto in there —"as dosirod." 

Q. ftit that would uoan that this was not a roporting at rogular inter¬ 
vals, that Go'.joiurat Schultz exproasod tho \iish once. 

A. Yes, that is possiblo. 

• ^ 

Q. If, now. Dr. Schaidt, I put to you that in tho fall of 19 Itli, 

vihon tho Cor. on collate was already in preparation, tho Central Finan- 

• 

cial Administration of Farbcn startod efforts' to gain insight into tho 

• • 

wholo financial situaUon, so as to bo able to distribute tho liquid 
funds of tho cocibino to offer each single cntorprlso, tho possibility 
of gotting through tho bad tinos that wore oppoctcd, would that rofrosh 
your rccollocticn, and would you than bo able to say that this is a sort of 
reporting that Y/as not usual b-foro this time and that only happonod onco? 

A. Yos, I believe 1 can say "Yes", becauso this expression "os 
dosirod" would bo quite unusual for us if it had boon a rogular roporting 
activity. This oppression "as dosirod" presupposes that somebody asked 
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for this report. If those had boon regular reports, wo would have phrasod 
the introduction differently. would have said, “Enclosed you will find 
the quarterly report'or the nonthly report," but to would not have said 

"as dosired". I assuac that there was a conference beforehand. 

^ • 

Q. Now I would like to ask you, inconnection with a quostion that 
the Prosocutico asked you, "Do you know anything of whether tho DAG, that 
is, tho central booSekeeping of DAG, reported abort tho financial situation 
of tho O.B.b.IU, tho Vorwortcheaic? 

A. Mo. 

Q. In conclusion, and suoaarizing, nay I ask you onco again whether, 
according to your test knowledge of tho situation as a mcmbjr of the Vor< 
stand of tho DAG, you reported to any offico of tho Farben company and 
especially to tho defendants S .-halts and Gajorold., in such a way that 
tho recipients of those reports could fashion for thcmsolvos a picturo of 
tho extent and tho noturo of tho activity of Vorwortchonio in tho field of 
armament? 

A. Ho, 

DR. GE7UJCH3: Thank you. No furthor quostions. 

• RECORSS EXA: XIATIOii 

BY HR. AlCHAlis* 

Q. kr. ifitncss, which rocords of DAG woro dostroyod by air raids, do 
you know? 

A. In our ijain adainistratioi in Troisdorf practically everything- 
was destroyed. Tho whole adainistratioi building was bombed on 8 March 
and completely destroyed* 
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Q. Hhi^h records of Ifepigft^hesio were destroyed by air raids, do 

you know? ^ 

. * . i 

A. The same onos, They, wore in this administration building. 

Q. Do I correctly understand thon that all the records of the Vor- 
nertchcaic wore physically located at the Troisdorf office of Dynandt 
A. 0.? , . 

A. Tho administration of Veracrtehenic was within our own administra¬ 
tion, and tho documents wore in this administration building. Just like 
tho document? of tho A. G. 

Q. Arx’ the* ' too worm d-i-.t-iyoUi 

A. Yos, thy *vr- dostroyad. 

Q. Ho re aj\” docuants destroy'd by personnel of Dynamit A.O., itsolf, 
prior to tho occupation by the Alliod authorities? 

A. I don't laiow anytnins about that, 

Q. Non, I understood you to soy on your (rumination that Vorwort- 
chomlo, Hoscg, and Deutsche Sprongehoaio wero fi.oncially indopondont 
of Dynasdi*. A.G. end-Farben. Did you say that? 

A. I said: on the cno lund IMG and Vcnrcrtchomic, and on tho othor 
hand Hasag and Sprongehoaio, were not dependent on oach other in any 
way, financially-or organizationally. 

Q. Sorry, I don't understand you, i!r. .‘itness. Lot's take Vonrort- 
chcmic. Who owned the stock of that company, do you know? 

A. Vcrvrertchcnic '.-as a G.m.b.H., and tho capital was owned by tho 


Q. Ifaw much of its capital was owned by DAG? 
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One hundred percent. 


Q. jiqh ::c3ag — who owned the capital of Tfosag, do you know? 




6 May - M-LtMl-l-Gaylort -(Int, Rulsehor) 
Court VI - Case VI Ccmissiio 


A. Wasag was a stock ccerpany, an Aktiepgoscl schaft. Afterward? 

I found out that I.G. participated DaG <*>ncd per coqt of \^asag stock 
from old tia-s. I don't know abewt the oth-r shareholders of Wa3ag. 

Q. I am afraid I didn't understand your answer. Could you toll no 
again? Could you tell no, Mr. Witness, who owned the majority stock of 
Wasag? 

A. I don't know that. 

Q. Do you know what Dynanit A.G's intcrost in Wasag was? 

A. Five percent, approximately. 

Q. Do you know what Farben's interest in Wasag was? 

DR. 0I2RLICHS: Just a minute. Dr. Schmidt. I would like to objoct 
to this typo of quostions. While I was qixstioning tho witness Schmidt, I 
did not touch upon the financial relations botwoon Farbon on uht one hand, 
and tho group of Wasag, Spr^ngch-«ie, and MG, Vorwertchomio. Tho saoo 
applies to the affidavits which wore the s\*>joct of cross examination to¬ 
day. Tho only thing that I cleared up by examining tho witnoss Schmidt is 
tho fact that tho Vorwertchenie and Springehecio originally bolcngod to 
Wasag and DAG together, bocause they wore supposod to work for tho samo 
sales interests together, but lat-r on were ownod by one of tho two ccm- 

panios 100 per contj that is Vcrwertchcoio wont over to tho ownorahip 

• 

of DAG, aad Sprengchumio to that of Wasag. Then, by asking questions of 
the witness Schmidt, I cleared up that after these companies had bocomo 

100 per cent ownod by one par.nt fim, no financial or organizational 

• 

connection remained between tho group DaG and Vorwertchomio on tho ono 

hand, and the group Wasag and Sprangeheniu on the" other hand. That I 
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Jg.jJfDBIM: 


It's cfcvious that I either misunderstood tho testimony of tho witness 
or defense counsol in naking his cfcjoction now is undertaking to testi¬ 
fy. Tho witness definitely stated, and I havo ay notes to refr eh ay 
recollection, that these throe companies wore financially independent of 
cither DAG or Farbon. How if defense counsel says he did not testify 
as to that and ho did not inquire about it, I would be j»rfoctly willing 
to abandon this field of inquiry if he will stipulate tho financial 
ownership by DAG or Farbon as to these athsidiarios. Hay I inquire of 
defonso counsol if ho is willing to sake any stipulation on tho rocord as 
to tho financial ownership by oithor DAG or Farbon of tho throe subsidiary 
can ponies of DAG or Farbon that I an inquiring about. 

DR. GL3U.ICHS: I do not boliovo that it is my task as dofonso 
counsel at this stage of tho proceedings to give information to tho Proso- 
cution for tho’ procurjscnt of *»ich they had noro than a yoar's tiro. 

Hy objection was United entirely to clarifying what tho fraoowork of ay 
cwn lino of questioning wts and to show that tho questioning of tho Proso- 
cution exceeds uy own framework of questioning. Apart froca that, tho 
stipulation of the typo that Prosecution suggests is completely impossible, 
bccauso Vfasag as Wull as DAO was an Aktiengosolschaft, both of then partly 
cwnod by 1.0. Farbon but wore also in tho free narkot apart from that. 

BY HR. A1CHAM: 

Q. Tho record will have to show that the witness testified about. 
How, as to Wasag, Mr. Witnoss, do you knew tho oxtent of Farbon's omwrship 

13^65 


6 Slay -4l-LU-ll-3-Gaylord (Int. Reischor) 

Court VI - Case VI Cemission 

in tha stock of Wasag? 

A. I only hoard ruaors about that. I never know an exact figuro 
for it. 

Q. As to Dcutscho Sprcngchcnio, who owned tho capital stock of 
that? Do you know? 

A. It bolongcd to tho TJasag. 

Q. One hundred por c ent ownod by Wasag? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Now you tostified at scao length about your rocollection as to 
what various reports Dynaait A.G. oado to Farbon, and you undertook to 
tostify fron your recollection as to tho contents of theso reports. Is 
that a fair statunont of your tostiaoqy? 

A. Yos. 

Q. *hen did you last soo theso roports about which you tostifiod? 

A. I an afraid I can't say that. 

Q. But you are dofinitu that you undurtook to tostify about tho 
contents of theso roports baaod on your recollection? 

A. Yos. 

Q. Could you toll do whoth.r or not you last saw any of tho reports 
about idiich you tostifiod prior to 19li0? 

A. You tt-an roports that were, oado boforo 191*0? "hon I was inter¬ 
rogated about this affidavit for tho first tL.c, I askod tho secretary's 
offico "What else do you hav». in tho lino of those documents?" And I 
was told, "Thoro is nothing loft." 

Q. fall, I think w v will stop guessing and show you sono reports, 

13666 






5 - M-LU-ll-ii-£ayl<rd (Int. Reischer) 

Court VI - Ccso VI Ccmission 


Hr. Witness. I show you a docuacnt which wo identify as NI-15062, which 
wo offer as ft-osocution Exhibit 23Ui for identification. Now, Mr. 

Witness, toll no free tho title page just what that docuacnt is that you 
have before you. 

A. "Report concerning tho auditing of tho balarxo shoot and the 
profit and loss calculation as of 31 Docericr 1938 concerning DAO made 
out by Chemical Auditing and Trusteeship Cc*npaiy. B 

DR. GlaRLICHS: I objoct to this lino of questioning. Tho auditing 

reports of the balance she.t of DAG and of tho ccobino factorios wore not 

* 

mentioned by Mr. Aachan in cross oxaaina*ion at all. That is why, although 
I would have very ouch liked to clear up seno matters in connection with 
that, I refrained free asking ary questions about that in ay To-diroct 

a 

examination. Tho examination of tho witiwss, Schmidt, neither in -rose 
examination nor in redact, d^alt with tho auditir* reports of DAG and 
tho canbino enterprises, and in tho framework of those proceedings thoro 
is no way at all of extending tho discussion to those reports at this 
stage. Apart froa that, I an forcod to ask tho Prosocution, ovun though 
thoy submit thoao docunonts for identification, to mako them availablo 
to tho dofonso at tho sano tine, bocauso othurwiso I on not able in my 
subsequent direct examination to asJc tho witness tho propor questions. 
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MR. AACH^Mj Vfe will take his objections one at a time. First, 
the witness testified for fully two hours, cn redirect examination by 
defense counsel, as to the contents and svbstanco of various reports 
which Dynaoit A.G. furnished to Farben. Ho undertook to testify as to 
the contents of thoso reports from his rocolloction. He undertook to state 
that in those reports there was no mention of tho activities of Dynamit 
A.G. in the munitions or oxplcsives fioldj that thoro was no mention of 
tho activities of Vurwcrtcheaio in the explosives or mrdtions fioldj and 
he developed at length in his testimony what was containod. in thoso reports. 

The docun-nts wo are showing the witness now are these reports about 
which ho undertook to testify frea his rocolloction, and tho documonts will 
show that In thoso reports ho did inform Farbon, and in substantial detail, 
about the activitios of Dynamit A.G. in tho uxplosivos and munitions fiold, 
about tho activities of Vorwortchcede in tho oxplosivus and munitions 
fioldj that in tho report thoy particularized tho various military and 
explosives products that tho caaoanios wore producing for tho military, 
and thoy also identified tho plants of tho Dynamit A.G. and Verwortchomio 
that woro engaged in tho production of expletives for military uso. 

How thon, when dofonso counsel in his examination undertakes to 
ostiblish facta supposedly containod in reports from Dynamit A.O. to 
Farben, it is absolutely fundamental in our view that wo are ontitlod to 
show tho witness who has undertaken to testify as to the contents of thoso 
reports — wo ar- entitled to show him a representative report and inter¬ 
rogate him thon with rospoct to tho contents of tho decumont im relation 
to his testimony. 
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8R *feg SPSS# Pftf* by tfce ffajection of defense counsel, 

the document is a bulky document. It*s the original document. Like any 
auditor's report, it's fairly substantial. Physical limitations do not 
permit photostating a docuaent of such size. The particular portions of 
the document which we are interested in we shall call to the attention of 
the witness. Defense counsel can very easily follow the testimory. As 
soon as the witness is through with respect to his testimony as to that 
document, it will be handed over to defense counsel for such further 
examination as they deem necessary. 

I think that is sufficient to hold the ejection for the record in 
connection with the line of questioning. I don«t beliove that it is 
possible to get testimony that has probative value from this witnoss 
if - unintentionally on the part of the prosocution to. I am sure, that 
the various ways of reporting are confused continuously during the 
questioning and therefore no real basis can bo oroated for the questions. 

Dr. Schmidt was asked various questions, by Defense as well as by 
Prosecution, concerning reporting to Farten, the Aufsichtsrat, and to 
the defendant Schmitz in person, in connection with the rogular quarter¬ 
ly reports. 

The balance sheot auditing reports of the ccabine enterprises were 
not mentioned by Prosecution in cross-examination, and that is why I 
refrained fros asking the witness any questions concerning theso reports 
in my re-direct examination. For the rocord I wish to make it very clear 
that, in any case while I was questioning the witness Schmidt, he did 
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then. 


Therefore I maintain cy opinion that at this stage of the examination 
it is not permissible to extend the cross examination to thoso reports. 

If the Prosecution, however, nevertheless believes it necessary, then 
of course we on our part also believe it neoessaiy that we take up this 
question oursolvos. 

THE ffi£SID£yr: The record ought, to be full enough on all points. 

MR. AMCHAN: Certainly, when defense counsol opens up this field 
uf inquiry and asks the witnoss about a series of reports, and the 
record is in such shape that he talked about one report after another with¬ 
out identification, so as to mako it as confusing as possiblo, it's 

absolutely necessary for the Prosecution to inquire Just what reports 

• 

he was talking about and to shew him certain Par bon reports — rather, • 
roports of DAG to Farbor. — and ask him whether he took those into 
consideration when he gave his general testimony M to tho contents of 
all thoso roports. I think that is onough on this subject. 

DR. VON RC6PATT (For Profossor Krauch)t I would like to state for 
the record that tho Prosecution waived the right to cross -examine tho 
witnoss Rauh. 

DR. OIERLICHS: Since tho Prosecution has deemed it necessary to _ 

pass the responsibility for the confusion in tho record to Defense, I 

would like to make it clear for the sake of tho rocord once and for all 

that during cross exasdn-tion by tho Prosecution I asked the prosecutor 

personally to clarify to which sort of reporting his questions referred. 
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I believu that the examination £his corning clearly showed the gistrir 
bution into £hree groups, besides, I believo tho rocord will speak for 
Itself. 

UR. AUCHAN: When I said there was confusion, there was no reproach 
Intended for defense oounsel. It cay Just bo that I aa confused; that 
is all. 

THE {RESIDENT: It*s practically recess time in about a minuto or 
so. Wo will be in rocess until one-thirty. 

(A recess was takon). 
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Under directives of United States Military Tribunal Mo. 6, 
testlaony of witnesses listed below was required to bo taleen beforo 
the undersigned Comissloner. Pursuant thereto the said Comissionor 
has conducted hearings at which the following witnesses have Ailly 
testified] 


Date 


So3J of uitnoss 

Of f l_T£cris 01 

8 April 19W 


halter iinrilnont 

10875-10907 

9 April 191*8 


Kurt Kruoger 

11128-11163 

12 npril 191/8 


Karl 'Aeber 

HI65-III75 

12 April 19U8 


Paula Aster 

11177-11199 

13 April 1918 


Ernst Struss 

11293-11338 

lll/U/-111/90 

lL April 191/8 

& 

Christian Zahn 

15 April 1918 


■ ■ 

11587-11612 

16 April 191/8 


Bernhard Sohoenor 

11706-11723 

19 April 191/8 


Adalbert Peindal 

11827-1181/1 

20 April 191/6 


Josef Grobol 

1181/2-11860 

20 April 191/8 


Gustav Plstor 

11861-11878 

21 April 191/8 


Bnll do Haas 

12098-12128 

21 April 191/8 


Heinrich Sohuh 

12129-1211,0 

23 April 191/8 

A 

Heinrich Sohlndler 

12337-12370 

28 April 191/B 


a n 

12707-12777 

26 April 191/8 


halter Kikuth 

121/61-121,98 

26 April 191/8 


Hans Snuor 

12500-12512 

27 April 1918 


hlibels Duollborg 

12598-12621 

29 April 191/6 


Thoo GoldachcWt 

12871-12909 

29 April 191.8 

& 

..nton Ulthlnger 

12910-12953 

30 upril 1918 


• ■ 

13075-13092 

12951/-12960 

29 *»pr 11 19 13 

A 

Rudolf von Sprotty 

30 . k prll 191/8 


■ ■ * 

13065-13075 

30 *»pril 1918, 


Rudolf Scheldt 

13093-13133 

5 Uy 19 13 

k 

■ « 

13620-13629 

6 l ay 191/8 

3 lay 191/8 


■ ■ 

holl'gang /.it 

13051-13719 
1321/6-13269 

3 Uy 191/8 


Uerl Oedow 

13271-13291 

3 Uy 191/8 

k 

Kurt Hartnnnn 

13292-13316 

1/ Uy 191/8 


■ n 

131/12-131/50 

h Uy 191/8 


Frits Dion 

13U50-131/60 

1/ hay 191/8 


Kurt Els fold 

131/61-131/79 

1/ liay 191/8 


/.dolf Taub 

13180-13189 

5 Uy 191/8 


Ernst Struss (for Pros.) 

13566-13619 

> 6 Koy 191/B 

k 

Darner Sohcits 

13720-13735 

7 Uoy 19 13 

\ 

a a 

13861-13891 

10 hay 191/8 

m 

Wax Dinkier 

11/173-11/181 

10 hay 191/8 


Frits Hlrsoh 

11/195-11*209 

10 Liay 191/8 


Ernst Krnschwskl 

11)210-11/220 

10 Lay 191/8 

k 

Frans FUerstonborg 

11*21-11*1*5 

11 Lay 1918 


a a 

11/377-11/381, 

11 Lay 19L8 

11 Lay 191/8 


Hoins Sovoleborg 

Karl Hunscheldt 

11,387-11/1/21/ 

11/1*5-11/1/39 

11 Lay 1918 


Heinhold 

lU/i/O-11*1*55 
11*182-11*191/ 

10 Hoy 191.8 


Friedrich Selchur 


During the said proceedings the following exhibits have 
been offered in evidence: 
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fSOSSCUnOS EXHIBITS 


Exhibit 

HI Ho. 

. T-— — 

Official Transorlpt 

2302 

PS 2353 C 

10899 

2303 

, ; L79 

10901 

2301; 

11*036 

11115 

2305 

11*031* 

11182 

2306 

15070 

11183 

2307 

11*236 

11302 

2309 

U£32 

11312 

2311 

.15062 

11327 

2312 

2311 

15063 

11*257 

i 88 

2315 

2316 * 

13521* 

11173 

II 256 

11173 

2317 

11*251 

111*85 

2318 

11*252 

11176 

2319 

11*01!. 

11182 

2320 

11*039 

11831 

2321 . 

13081* 

’11818 

2326 

10532 * 

12615 

2329 

1C528 

12616 

2323 

10907 

12706 

2330 

13525 

12733 

2331 

15021 

12878 

2332 

5763 

12915 

2333 

15115 

12921 

2331* 

15116 

12923 

2335 

8617 

12927 

233* 

15132 

12933 

2337 

1511* 

12912 

2338 

11*098 

13106 

2339 

23L0 

13531 

13111 

. 15215 

13126 

2311 

15260 

13620 

2312 

15173 

13286 

231*5 

7637 

13728 

231*6 

7666 

13730 

2352 

15290 

11382 

2353 

15296 

11392 


I, the undorslgood Coenlosloncr, do hereby oortlfy that tho 
aforesaid official transorlpt pages oonprlse a full, truo -nd correot 
report of suoh proceedings, tost loony and evidence hoard and racordod 
therein before me. 


Dated at Mirnberg, Gerrnny, kay 28, 1918. 




Cciclssloner of Tribunal No. 6 
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AFTSRKOON SESSION 

V*i 

(The Commission reconvened at 13U5 hours, 6 May 19U8). 

THE MARSHAL: The Ccemission is again in session. 

THE CCHMISSIOHfcRj The prosecution will proceed with the examination. 

R2CRCSS EXAMINATION 

BY UR. A1CHAN: 

Q. MR. Witness, do you havo boforo you a document, NI-15062, exhibit 
23UU fer identification? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Now, will you toll mo what that docissont is? 

A. This is the report about the checking up on the balance and tho 
accounts of profit and loss of 31 December *38 by DAO. It was given 
by the Chcolo Revisions and Trouhand G.n.b.H. 

Q. Well, would this si*>lify it? Tho doemont you have boforo you, 
NI-15062, is tho auditors* roport about Dynaait A.O. for tho poriod 
ending Docanbor 31* 1938j is that right. 

A. Tea. 

Q. Now, will you turn to tho first pago pleaso, and toll mo to 
whom was this auditors' roport sunt? 

A. What is added before tho roport, does not belong to the auditing 
roport. Tho auditors' roport starts with tho index. Pago 1 starts with, 
■According to the voting in tho main c coni ttoe of DAG." 

Q. Now, does tho v«jry first page after tho covor iniicato to whom 

e 

the report was sont? 

A. I don't know, becauso this ffrst'page'was added later on, bound 
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into it. 

Q. Toll aa what that first page says. Did you say it was bound 
♦ • 

into the voluae I gave you, page 1? Pago 1, Mr, Kitness. 

A. T his page ntmtoor 1 is a letter from the I.O. Central Boolckooping 
Department, but not the report of the revision ccnpany. Revisions 
Cesellschaft. "The Central Bookkeeping Department herewith forwards the 
report as onclosure to Gehoiarat Bosch, to Dr. Gajowsld, to tho Tea office, 
and to the Central Financo offico. 

Q. And what's tho date of that letter enclosing tho auditors' 
roport? 

A. 21* August 1939. 

Q. And does that lottor state that a copy of the auditors! roport 
is being forwarded to tho porsons when you Just nontioned? 

A. I did not undorstand your question* 

Q. Does that lottor of 21* August 1939, which you have boforo you 
as part A of tho auditors' roport, doos that letter rof^r to the auditors' 
report of Dynaait A.O.? • 

A. los. 

Q. Doos tho lottor say in sitostance that tho auditors' roport on 
Dynaait A.G. is buing transnittod to tho gontloaon and tho departments that 
you Just montionod? 

A. ros, 

DR. OIERilCHSs I would liko to objoct to that manner of questioning. 
Tho witness confined that tus letter does not originate free DAG and 
that it was bound into tho adutiros' report afterwards. In my opinion 
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according to the usual way in court it is not up to the witness to road 
anything from a document if he is not accustoaod to that document. There¬ 
fore, the documont has to speak for itself. That is why I considor the 
prosecutor's questions not proper aid cfcjoct to then. 

Q. (By Ur. Amchan). Does that documont refresh your recollection 
that the auditors' report on Dynaait A.G. was sent to Bosch, Schait*, 
Oajewski, Central Bookkeeping of Farbcn, and the TEA bureau. 

A. No, becauso I do not know the letter. 

Q. Does it rofrosh your recollection for that purpose. 

A. No. 

Q. That's onough. Now will you turn to pago 12? Just one other 
question, Ur. Witness. Does that letter of 21* August 1939 rofrosh your 
recollection that tho auditors' report on Dynaait A.O. was eont to tho 
Central Bookkeeping Do portent of Far bon? 

*• No, wo did not send it to the Central Bookkeeping Department? 

Q. That's what I asked, tho Central Bookkooplng Department of 
Farbon. 

A. Well, wo did not sond it to tho Contral Bookkooplng Deportment. 

Q. Doos that rofrosh your rocolloction that tho auditor's roport 
about Dynamit A.O. was sont to tho Central Bookkeeping Department of Farbon? 

A. Wo, tho DAG, did not sond it. Whother the Revision sent It to 
the Contral Bookkeeping Department, I do not know. 

Q. Ur. Witness, as a nostoor of tho Vorstand of Dynaait A.G. could 
ai auditor who audited tho books and rocords of Dynaait A.G. sond its 
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auditor** report abort Dynast A.G. to third parties without the consent 
of Dynamit A.G.? Do you undorstand ny question? 

A. I don't know. 

*$• Now, Mr. Witness, as a «erto*r of tho Vorstand of Dynamit A.G. 
do you know of any case where an auditor who was appointed to audit the 
books of Dynamit A.G. made available his audit to third parties without 
the consent of Dynamit A.G.? Do you know of any such case? 

A. No. 

Q. Now, is it not a fact, Ur. Witnoss, that when the’auditor of 
Dynamit A.G. made available to Farbon his auditors' report on the business 
and affairs of Dynamit A.G. that ho did that with tho approval and consont 
ard under tho direction of Itynaait A.O.? Isn't that tho fact? 

A. With tho agreement, yos. 

Q. I don't undorstand your answor. What do you mean, with tho 
agrooaont, that tho Dynamit ...0. agrood and consontod to having tho auditors' 
report s*.nt to 1 , 0 . Parbsn? 

A. los. 

Q. Wo could have saved tw„nty minutes on that. Now, will you 
ploaso turn to pogo 12. Do you noU. in tho auditors' roport on DnG which 
went to Farbon a listing of tho factories of Dynamit A.O.? 

A. Yes. 
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Q, ’-'hat factories are listed? 

A. Adolzfurt, Boehlitz, Dueneberg, So;aide, Kar.ti, Kruennl, 
Nurn':3rg-Stadeln, Soar vellentgen, SchleVuxch, Trolsdorf, Wurgudorf, and 
Foerde# 

Z». GIZRLICHS: I must object again to this manner of questioning. 
President Shake ruled and explained in Court repeatedly, thrt it la not 
the task of the witness to recite froo documents which the Prosecution 
submits to then. All people participcting in the trial can read for 
themselves, and if the Prosecution attaches value to the contents of the 
docunents beccnlng wrt or the evidence, then they should study then 

hlnself. That way, I think we eould save core than twenty nlnutee. 

$ 

HR. A^CHaH: These Questions are Preliminary to out further questions 
to the witness. Ve asked hid to read certain parts for identification, 
nrt that's preliminary to asking further miestl >ns. 

DR. OUBLZOS: In this connection, in order to avoid later confusion 
in the record, nay I point out the following. The Prosecution used excerpts 
fron the document HI 15062 which concerned the first nago the 
tvolfth page concerned here. These have already been introduced by the 
Prosecution as axhlbit 2311 at an earlier date, as idontificati on, they 
have Just offered the same document under another exhibit number. I think 
in order to avoid confusion in the record, we ought to cone to siroe sort 
of an agreement on this. 

HR. A.CHAN: I aparecirte Counsel's help, and I think he is ontiroly 
correct, and for the record, we will withdraw the numerical number of 
exhioly 2344 since Counsel calls our attention to the fact thnt excerpts 
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the aece dccunent, SI-15062, Is already In evidence ca exhibit 2311. 
It it Just the nur.erical seauence that we are correcting hare now, In 
the record* 

3Y 113. Ai.CHAN: 


Q. Bow, hr. Witness, the plants that you Just nenti>ned, does 

the d-cu'.ent HI-15062 indicate what production took place in these plant? 

% 

*. Yea* In general, it ves aj. 

Q. And. whr.t production la Indicated aa having taken nine* In theeo 
plantaI 

A. Well, In Adolsfurt they nad.e black powder; in Boehlltz, glycerine 
In Dueneberg they node nilltary things; In inpelde, they nlao node 
something f.-r the nilltary; in Ea=n they nade black povd.er and something 
f >r the nllit.-ry; In Kruenol they node acr.ethlng f'r the nilitcuy, 
jxol Jaivea t v erpirt, and aol'hurlc acid.} In Kurnberg-Stadeln they nad.e 
nunltlon for hunting and apart and. nine things for the ullitnry; In 
Sanrvollenlgffn they nade exploalvea fer Garcany In Schlehusch they undo 
enloalvea trv Oer*any, trinitrotoluol, eulohurlc acid, and glycerine; 

In frelad.vf cellud/ld, nineties, vulcan, fibre, fuaea, in Ycerde, nlao 


things for the nilltary. 


<& New we will turn to prge 12-A of that d. :cur.ent, and tell no 
whether or not it refreahea y^ir recollection that In the auditora report 
>f ^mr.-.lt A.C., reference vne nade t. the plants cf Verwertchenle. 
wo,a the d.tcunent refresh y .ur recollect! in for that purpose? 
a. I see that it la contained here. 

Q. And vhnt dees it ah v? 
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A. Vhnt this naans? 

Q, H-., vhr.t doaa it any? 

A. In this ran irt, on page 13-A, the fact:riae ere naned which 
era run hy 

Q. Of Varwrtch*'.ia? 

A. Thoy are naned here. 

Which onas era thay? 

A. Doeeilta, Gusen, Heaaiach, Hichtenan, Clauathal Cellerfald and 
Uckerounde. 

q, Dj tha listad nlanfta of Vervartchanla, which y .u Juet rand, 
indicate tha nctura .f tha pr Auction at th>aa olonts? 

A- Mo. 

'-hat wna tha pr -dilation >f th aa plants, da y-w kn .w? 

■A. Ba, But in detail. 

Q. Will y u 1 k ot tha t m of page 12-A, How ia tha subject 
aattar intr due ad? What ia tha firat aantanca a*: -nit tha Varwartchanio? 

A. Apart frn thrt, tha c-“.pooy, tha United c i-oony cla> utilizoo 
chanicnl products. Tha .riginnl coptial ia antiraly in tha hnnda *f 
DAO. Thay act na truataaa of tha ncntan industry of G.r.b.H. rad operate 
tha following planta : 

SU Hjw d~es that d -orient refresh y ur raccllecticn that tha three 
plants cf tha Verwertchenie which nra referred t in that r«nort here, 
engaged in prcdanlng explosives for Hontan, that la, tha fcaich G-vernnant 
Agency? Does tha d cuiient rafraah y tir recollection f r that nurnoao? 

A. lor tha explosive f-r tha nllitary administration, yes. Not 
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• • 

for the Montan industry. 

^ Sow, will you turn to page 11, please. Do you notice. In that 
page, a r«ort whihh contains a breakdown of the uroduction of DAG Into 
Munitions A and Munitions B7 

A. Tes. 

Q, Will you please tell us what field of activity 1b coverod in 
the classification, Munitions A? 

A. Civilian. 

Q. And what field of activity is covered in tho classification, 
liunitions B? 

A. Military products. 

3. DOes tho document, particularly that page, now refreoh your 
recollection that I^nanit A.G., in its auditors report, lnforoed 
?nrbon of Its oroductlon activity in the field of i.llltary explosives? 

Is your recollection fefnshed for that purpose? 

A. ’/e did not soke thot report, but the Chomis did. M e did not 
inform Fnrben by means of this reoort, fcit the Cheole Revision mado 
that report. 

Q. '/hen you soy the Cheole Revision, you naan the auditors rando 
that reoort? , 

A. Yes, the auditors company. 

C^. Now, I am afraid you don't understand ry nuestlon. i«r. Witness, 
the auditors reoort of Dynncit *.G. which was sent to Fnrben, and which 
you stated a moment ago was with the consent of the DAG, now that 
auditors re-sort show®, does it not, the business done by lynacit A.0. 
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in the field of oilitar7 explosives? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Now, does that docuaent refresh your recollection that Dynomit 
A.C. directly, or through its authorixed agent, its auditors, informed 
Farbon of ite activities in the field of military explosives? Is your 
recollection refreshed for that ourpose hy this document? 

A. I say that the Cheoie handed the report in to tJ>en, and that 
they wrote here, "Taken note of ", but Farhen, we did not make the 
reoort. One cannot say that JUG by means of this report, informed Farbon 
by means of this reoort. 

Q, Will you please turn to page 33 of the docunont, Hr. Vitnoss. 

Can you tell ce, whether or not ymr recollection is refreshed by looking 
at that document, that I^naoit Afl reported to Farban on the business of 
Verwertcheaie? Is your recollection refreshed to that extent? 

A, Cheoie writes in this report about the things received and the 
oroflto by the VorwerchOmio fro* 1 Janunry 1937 until 31 »«arch 1938. The 
profits they raclevod are dlscrlbed and reoort-'d in this reoort. And 
with our approval, I hand this reoort to For ben. Far ben thus loams about 
this oroflt. "ut we did not report it. 

Q. Farben learned of the profit made by when? 

A. From this reoort. 

Q, I mean, theprofit of what comparer? 

A. Of the Verwertcheaie. 

Q, Now, will you please turn to page 50, hr. Witness. Will you 
©lease turn back to cage 11. Sow, thot's the breakdown :f the Bynnait A.O. 
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production in the Munitions A and Munitions 3, and y^u told ub trhat 
Munitions A means and vhat Munitions B eeans. 

A, Tea, 

Q. And there is also a breakdown in the category for Explosives A 
and Explosives 3* 

A. The snee thing. A is clvlllcn, and 3 military. 

q, Bov, let ne see if I understand. Are there four categories 
referred to on that page, namely: Munitions *, Munitions B; Explosives 
*, Explosives B. Are there those four categories referred tol 

a. Yes. 

q, Io there any difference betveen the category of Munitions A nnd 
Explosives A? .. ' 

A. Yes. 

q, Vhat is the difference? 

A. Explosives are explosives ("Spren^ittel slnd sorengstoffo") 
nnd munitions are not explosives,. Munitions A can olso be used for 
Minting. Munitions 5 will be munitions for the infantry, tdiile dynaait 
nnd antaonsnl peter and TST are oil such expl>sj.ves. 

q. Nov, to moke sure that I voderstnnd y w, Hr. Witness, vould 
this be a fair statement of your testimony? Under the category of 
Munitions, you refer to gunpowder and under the category of explsovos, 
yiu refer tc high explosives os distinguished from gunpowder. Is that 
a fair statement of your testimony? 

A. Ho. 


q. Then I am afraid I don't understand it. Suoaose you take the 
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four categories, inanitions A, kunltlons B, L^ploslveB A, and Explosives 3, 
and tall ne, for arch category, vhat product* arj included therein? 

A, Munitions A la nunitions for hunting. Hunitiona 3 la infatry 
sunitions. Gunoo^ar, I believe doaa not belong to Hunitiona 3, but 
to Exolosivee 3, but I do not knov vhera oovder is listed provided it 
ia n>t black powder. It was alao considered Hunitiona 3. Explosives A 
ara explosttes and fuaaa used for civilian purposes, and Explosives B nro 
explosives for the nllltary, nrlaly ?W, hem, I knov nr. thing nor a. 

^ Now, wlll;yju please turn to page 50, Hr. Witness. Does 
that docunent refresh ynir recollection that in the business affairs 
between Verwertcheaie and DAG, Verve.-tcheole owed HAG a substantial 
na.unt of noney? 

A. At that tine they did, yes. 

■<- And what tine la that? 

A. The end of 1938. 31 Decenber 1938. 

<<• Will y jU olease turn to page 37 no«. Does that d*unent refresh 
yiur recollection that Dynanit AG reported to Fnrben os t> the Quantities 
>f norchondlse, or st ck, that it had on hand, containing a breakdown 
according t/ the f>llwing classiflcnti ;nst iiunitipns A and 3, and 
explosives A and B. D es the d^unent refresh y -ur recollection for 
that ijuriue? 

A, I can inly repeat that this Is n>t a report by DAO to Fnrben. 

7e did n't nnko this renwt. 

km I see. Hr. ‘•itness, the auditors reoort about Dynaoit 
AO business, Wiich y.u have before you, d>es that refresh y'ur recollection 
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that Chars was reported to Farben, vlth the consent of Dynanit AG, the 
Status of Dynanit AG's cerchandise and stocks on hand, particularly 
Its stocks vith the categories of Munitions A and Munitions B f and 
Explosives A and Explosives B. Does that d >cuneat refresh your 
recollection for that purpose? 

A. fas, here on page 37. There is no difference nade or rather, 

A and 3 are not separated. 

q. Vhat is the . . . 

A. This is the list of the stocks. Explosives, 11,000,000, but A 
and 3 ore not separated here. 

q. And vhat about munitions? 

A. The sane thing. It Just says ounitlons here, 5,614,000. 

q. Does the djcunent also refresh y^ur recollections that you 
node a cooperative stateaent as to the increase in business in these 
fields ovor previous years? 

A. It soys here the increase of stocks in total conoared to the 
orevious year is 5,000,000. This is due to the general exonnsion of the 
business, of the increase to be expected. The rev cr.terlals ore 
evaluated os 3.4 Billions. 

4. Will you please turn to poge 77. Does that docunent refresh 
your recollection that vith the consent of ItynaMt AO there vee reported 
to Farben the figures of Dynanit aO's profits, vith the ©articular breok- 
dovn of its profits and its activities connected vith explosives A, Explo¬ 
sives 3, Muniti 3ns A and Munitions 3? Does that djeunent refresh yiur 
recollection tre that purpose? 
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A. Yes. 

»oes the docunent also, at that particular page, refresh your 
recollection that tyaaait AC, with tynanlt AG's consent. there was a 
report on the activities of fcrwertcheeie in the explosives field? 

A * I can se V| in this report, the fields which are naned here. 

*<• Of Varwertcheaie? 

A. This is %hd accounting. 

*he accounting of the business affairs of Vcr*ertchenie7 

*• It Bars hero, 'fir ofIts for Explosive® 3 In 1938."- There are 
contained, the aettlecents with Vervortcheeie and another firne. A 
oroflt of 144.000 narks would have been our nrofit froo this. 

0. Mr. 'fitness, I show y u this docwent which is NI-15063, whioh 
ve offer as Prow cut Ion. Excerpts of which, I understand, are already 
in evidence. NI-18063 is already In evidence as ejhiblt 3312. Now, 

•<r. Witness, could you tell ae what the nature of that docunent is? 

A. This Is again a report of the Chenie Revisions und Treuhnnd 
G.n.b.H. about the auditing of the balances and the Profits and losses 
fr» 31 Decenber 1936, of the concern flrns of DaG. Part I is a coo y of 
the plants which are working. 
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% *ell, now, will you please turn to page l of that docunent and 
tall ne whether or not It refreshes your recollection that the reports 
about the activities of Ververtcheaie were nade on the indtructinns of 
the bookkeeping departnent of I.G. Farben? Does the docunent refresh 
your recollection for that purpose? 

A. I see this list far the first tine. This conpilation _ I 

have not known this coopllatlon before and I can see frcco it that In 
this collection the Verwertchenie is also nanod. 

Q* Does the docunent further refresh your recollection that the 
auditors report on Verwertchenie, which you have before y>u, was nods 
on the instructions of 1.0, Farben's ba*keeoin« departnont? 

A. Ihnt Is In the introduction. 

\ Is your recollection refreshed by that Introduction? 

A . Ho. • 

S Vill you please turn to po«e 2. Does that rofrehh y>ur recollect¬ 
ion that Far ben was informed that since 1937 v erwertchenie had boon 
operating the Doeoltx plant? 

a. Vould y u reneat the question, oleaso? 

Q. On pa«e 2 do you see the renarks about Verwertchenie and tho 
nlant at Doeoltx? 

A. In Doeolts, yes. 

S. Njw, at that tine, 1936, what was bein« produced by the Doanltx 
plant, do you recall? 

A. Doeoltx had been dynanit factory oreviouely. It hnd been lyin$ 
idle for nany years, and as this r«r>Jrt shivs, in 1937 they started 
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operation* again, and it baoaM a Reich-owned factory. 

Q- started operations of the Doenitx ->lant? 

A. Tha Ververtchenie. 

% Now, vho vara tha executives or rathar who directed the activitieB 
of Varwartchanie? 

In 1936 the nanagera ware Dr. Rrodech, Riedl, and Void. 

Are they connected with Dynanit A.G,? 

A. Tee. ^hey ware prokurista of tha Dynanit A.C. 

0. Ia thia a fair atatnent. Hr. bitneBa, tha activities of Verwert- 
chanle vara directed by Ifcmanit A.G. in Troisdorf — la that a fair 
Btatanant of the situation? 

A. Because of the oaraonal union, yea. 

Will you turn to page 3 of the dxnnent? Ia there anything to 
refresh yyur recollection further aa to whether or not tha adninistrntlon 
>f the 7erwartchanie was undertaken by Qroanit A.G. In Troiadorf? I will 
rafrano that Question. There la aonething wrong in the tranelntlon. 

D ° y>u note any reference on page 3 to the fact that Dynanit K*. fron 
Troiadorf took charge of the adniniatration of Verwertchenle? 

A, Yog. 

Nov, could y-ou tell ne what other subsidiary co-r>aniee of 
Wilt A.G. are nentloned in the docunent you have before you tha 
auditor'o report NI-15063? 

A. !/hich other subsidiary firca? 

'1* Yea. Which ones are they—could y u Just nention then? 

A. I nuat Just h*ve a look. Yerweltungegoaellschaft G.n.b.H., 
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Checiaehe Industrie, Rauschenberg G.n.b.K., Eckert and Ziegler G.n.b.H., 
and Rheiaischeqpeltz Gusswarke G.n.b.E., Esolanade AdninistratiRe Company 
G.n.b.H., the factory for electric fuses G.n.b.H. 

Bow, I think that is sufficient. 

DR. GIZRLICKS; I would like to refer again to ny previous objection. 
It is that it is not up to the witness to read documents which have bean 
subnltted by the prosecution. In the raodrd the prosecutor answered to 

uy first objection that he was only going to ask a few orollnlnary 

* 

questions. I can only say that the first thing the witness sold about • 
the last document was that he did not know it; secondly, that this vno 
not a report ty DaG, fcit an auditor's report of another auditing coiipany 
about the- DA*>. Iwr since the examination has been about this for a 
quarter of «a hour and the witness does nothing but read Passages froa 
this auditing report into the record. Shis anner of examination does 
not conforo with the usual way the examinations nre conducted here, in 
Court and that is why * think it is Inadmissible. I object to the entire 
manner of questioning about the last document. 

MR. AHCEaH: Bo th*.of these docunents are in evidence. Ihey wero 
being shown to the witness and parts of it wore pointed out to hin and 
I asked whether they refreshed his recollection. • 

There is an additional question or t*o I an going to ask about tho 
last document. Exhibit 2312, HI-15063. 

BY MR. AUCHAH: 

Q, Hr. Witness, is it not a fact that I>,-hanit A.C. appointed the 
auditors who cade these reports? 
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A. The auditors were chosen in the general naeting of stockholders 
I believe that was regulated by lav in our firn, that the general nesting 
of stockholders anointed the auditors. 

So that it was the general neetlng of the stockholders of the 
Dynauit A.G. that appointed the auditors who node these audit reports, is 
that right? 

A. Yes. 

0. How, defense counsel asked yot about Ixhibit 2341, HI-16360. 

That vns the letter of 4 Septeober 1944 frn I*nanit A.G.'to the 

defendant, Schotts, and y >u testified, as I understood It, that a report 

of that kind t«s unusual. Sid I understand you correctly? 

A. I said if this eas a report which vas handed in regularly, 

then wo would Dwt have written “according to request, we give the figures 

whieh you requested." I understand because of this that Gehelnrat 

Scholta requested us to give hln these figures or else we would not 

have written "according to your renuest.* 

H. How, Mr. Witness, is it not a fact that during the sane period 

of tine Synanit A.O. sect regular ninthly resorts to the central finance 

connittee of Farben indicating the turnover figures of the explosive 

firns Dynanlt A.G. and Verwertchenie? Is that not a fact? 

A. ’■bother during that sane period—whether during that tine the 

DAO — v« h/ve hod the reports once before. I don't know what kind 

of reports you are referring to now. 

<u The rep-irts. Hr. Witness, that I an inquiring about are the 

finance plans of Dynanlt A.G. nnd Verwertchenie, and uy nuestlon is, is 
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It nst a fact that during this period of tina Dyaanit A.Q. 6ant noathly 
reports around 1944 to tha caatral finance departnent of Barilo N.W.h. 
of I.G. Farben? 

** ttiether we nada neatly ra-wrt c 7 

<i» Veil, thay nada noathly reports? 

A* I think we nada than noathly. 

Q. Do you recall whether la those nonthly renorts you Just nentioned 
you included tha finance plans of Ververtcheaie, too? 

A. Ho. 

Q, I show you this docunent — 

DR. GIEHLICHS: Kay I ask the prosecution to identify the docunent 
for the record? 

MR. AMCHAli Which we Identify as HI—23~will have to euooly 
the HI nunber. It is dated 18 Decenber 1944, and ve will identify it 
as Exhibit 2344 for identification only. 
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3Y HR. AkCHAB: 

<U And I ask you. Hr. Witness, does that document refresh your 
recollection? 

A. Tea. 

Q» What doea it refresh your recollection about? 

A. I see nov how such a renort looked like. 

Ct. Doea it refreah your recollection, Hr. Witness, that in the 
finance Diana which Dynaait A.G. reoorted nonthly t) Farben it included 
not only the financial plana of i^nonit A.G, but oleo the plans of 
Verwertcheaie? Doea it refreah your recollection? 

A. Bo. *hi« concerns only DAG here. 

C(« Hill you pleaae look at the parta which are being indicated 
to yni of that docunent and tell ne whether or not it refera of Vorwort- 
cbeoie? 

A . Bo. It aaya we counted on the distributim of orofit that la, 
the noney which ve received — thia ia only the finance olan of the DAG 
but not of the Verwertcheule. 

S. Vhat doea the aentence after that that you Just rend any? 

A. lioney lnvestnenta Of third partiea. It aa-a here, -"honey 
Inveatnent of third oartles, ip the oa^unt of 9,000,000 ia anticipated. 

It refera to the letter to the finance olan of the heaviest nontha. In 
the -previous oontha in thia finance olan we nust hove asked that wo 
should receive 9,000,000, but in fact when the DAG did receive 15,000,000 
and in order to clarify why not only 9,000,000, na intended ty ua, but 
15,000,000 had been received, we gave the reason that the G.n.b.H. aont 
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us nore noney. 

Q» YOu .ieaa the Veriertcheoie sent Dyanr.it A.G. nore noney? 

A. Yes, nore than »-a had expected. 

ME. AhCHAl: Ho further questions. 

DR. GIERLICES: Gierlichs for Goheinrat Schnitz. 

REDIEEBT EXAMINATION 

BY DR. GIERLICHS: 

(<• Dr. Schoidt, -hen the orosecutor cross-exanined you, you said 

mt 0 

that you learned afterwards that Farben participated in the ttaeag, 
did I understand you correctly? 

A. Yes. 

<<• Until this day did you have definite knowledge about the kind 
and the accunt of the shares Farben had in Maeag? 

A. Only according to runors. 

3, You have no poeitive knowledge about this? 

A. No, I haven't . 

% In your opinion, does this apply to the DAG in general or is 
that your personal opinion, only, that is to say, in the DAO as euch, woo 
thoro any general knowledge based on facts about the shnro of Farbon 
in the Vasag? 

A. If scnebody in nAG had known this I would have been the first 
one to have known this. 

Q. Dr. Schoidt, any I ask you to look now at the report NI-15062, 

exhibit 23117 Before that I would like to state for the record that 

exhibit, rather Document 1B062, Exhibit 2311 and also fren the other 
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docunent NI-15063, Exhibit 2312, only excerpts vara introduced as 
evidence so far, and that the prosecutor is questioning about these, 
jxcamts — that the* pr »sa<rttcr asked about .nore subject natter than 
only about the excents. rtay I clarify first, does this dodunent 
HI-15062 contain tvoontirely separate and different oarts t tho first part 
being a letter of the central bookkeeping deoartnent of Farben and os 
a further part the auditors report by the Deutsche Revisions and Treuhnnd- 
gesellschaft? 

A. Yes. 

May I ask you first to look ft the letter tp the central bookeep¬ 
ing doportnent. In this letter is Oeheinrat Scfriit* llstod os oddressoo 
of this reoort? 

A. Ho. 

<<• May I ask you then to look at the list, I believe it is on page 
11 in the subdivision of "Explosives and Munitions" according to "A" and 

"B*7 

A. Yes. 

*>oes the report os nah give any infornation about the icroortancb 
of the differentiating in "A" end "B" concerning explosives and also 
nunitions? 

A. Hot here. 
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Therefore the reader who see6 nothing but Just this 
report, can he realize that in the case of explosives b and the 
inuntlon8 b, this concerns production for military purposes? 

A If It is net mentioned at another point what a and b 
is, then he cannot know it. 

w, The passage which yru rend Into the record at the request 
of the prosecution at any rate explains the meaning of a 
and o at no point? 

A A hat is right. 

Ci The reader of this report who has no further Information 
Is not able to see clearly what the meaning of these two 
letters is? 

A No. 

4 Dr. Schmidt — 

THE PRESIDENT; J:.'t a minute, '/e will pause here for a brief 
recess. i 

(A recess was taken.) 
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THE MARSHAL; ^he commission is agejn In session. 

31 DR. GEIRLICHS; 

i Dr. Schmidt, «e continue with Document NI-13062. Will 
you please be kind orovg’n vo tell me how Ion* this report 
is altogether? 

A The report contains 92 pages and then enclosures. 

3 And how many pages will that oe approximately? 

A There are six enclosures. 

k How long is the report concerning the Verwertcherale on 
page 12 A? 

A r lve lines, and also the listing of the five plants. 
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i Doe6 this re-ort contain any indication concerning the 
production of Verwertohemls, that is, the tyoe of products, 
the extent, etc. 

A No. 

\ 

i On page 12 of this report the factories of DAG are listed 
which at that time were in operation and at the same time it 
is detailed what products are made In the different factories. 
Does this report In this very passage show anything oeside6 
the quite general distinction oetween Mllt-.'.ry products on 
the one hand and civilian exploslver.on the other, fuses, 
vulcan fibre etc.? Does It give any 6ort of indication 
concerning the distribution of production in the DAG enter¬ 
prises? 

A No. 

* Dr. Schmidt, do you believe that anyone could draw the 

conclusion from this detailed report that this was to be an 

• • 

Information to the recipient concerning the activities of DAO 
In the field of armaments? 

A No. 

3 Don't you rather oellave, as I do, that with the most 
severe restraint this rooort mentions only what would oe 
absolutely necessary to give a *ery general olcture and apart 
from that to explano the figures contained in It? 

A It gives no picture at all. 

* A n d what would you say concerning the five lines on page 
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12a of this report which consists of more than a hundred 
pages including the enclosures? Would you say that that 
was an information of the recipient concerning the activities 
of Vorwertchemle? 

A No. 

4 I am now turning to Document NI 15063 which I would 
lllte to hand you herewith. This Is Exhibit 2312. Would you 
please turn to that passage which treats of the matters of 
Verwertcherale? Did you find that, Dr. Schmidt? 

A Yes, I did. 

4 Would you first tell me from what business year that 
report Is? 

A x 'he yjar 1936. 

Is it correct that in one sentence the statement Is 
made that In 1937, that Is to say outside of the year that the 
report is about, Verwertcherale took over the management ef 
the plant Doemltt owned by the Reich? 

A I only see this one sentence hero. 

q in other words Is It correct to say that during the 
y»ar 1936, about which the auditing report Is concerned, the 
Verwertcherale started production of armaraonts had not yet 
taken place? 

A It seems that way to me. 

} If you are not quite cert in. Dr. Schmidt, will you 

please read that whole passage once again and then comment 
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upon It* 

A Here It reads as follows; Erom the time of lt6 
establishment the corporation changed their fields of activity 
repeatedly. At the beginning of the year that the report 
is about, the activities of this corporation were mainly 
concerned with sales wf various products of the plant Rockwell, 
Until the end of 1936 the corporation did not really have 
their own sales organisation. Since 193? It is concerned with 
the production, etc. etc. in Doeralts. This clearly shows that 
in 1936 the corporation had nothing to do yet vith armament 
matters. 

Q And once again for clarification I would like to ask 
you again if this Is 1936, the year with which the report 
before you is concerned? 

A *es. 

3 My n*xt question, Dr. 3chmldt, do you know who 
audited the balance of the Verwertchenle for the y*ar 1937 
and after that? 

A The Doutsche Revisions unt Treuhand A.G. that Is the 
German auditing and trusteeship and not the Verwertchemlo. 

h Now, could you please tell me for '*hat reason this 
change in auditing firms took Dlrce? Would you please repeat 
that answer? 

A Upon desiro of the Moncan factories. 

•« 4 ’he Deutsche Revisions und Treuhand-A.G. Aktien 
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Gesellschaft, was that the usual auditing firm for all 
those enterprises vho managed Hontan feotorles which belonged 
to the Reich? 

A As far as I know, yes. 

* Is it, therefore, a fair statement concerning your 
testimony on these points if I say that the balance of the 
Verwertcherale, up to the year 1936, when the Verwertcheraie 
did not yet concern Itself with the production of armament, 
was auditled by the Cheraie Revisions und Treuhand and that 
after the year 1937, in which year Verwertcherale took over 
to the Deutsche Revisions und Treuhand Gesellschaft which 
also was in close connection with the Reich authorities? 

A Yes. 

4 '*ere the auditing reports of the Deutscho Revisions 
und Treuhand Gesellschaft of the DAO or the Vertwertcheraie 
sent to Faroen or to any othor officials of Faroen after 1937? 

A w o, not as far as I know. 

3 fould you have had to oe informed if this had taken 
place? 

A *es, definitely. 

^ In conclusion I would like to ask you the following, 

Dr. Schmidt: Do you still think, in view of the exerpts 
discussed hare oy me and the prosecution concerning the balance 
reports of the D.A.G., do you maintain the statements that 
you made this morning that according to your best knowledge 
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that Farben or of any of their executive officials were given 
no information concerning the pctlvlties of DAO and the Vei^- 
vertchemie In the field or armaments which could have been 
sufficient to give these gentlemen a picture, even an approxi¬ 
mate Idea, which would correspond to the facts? 

A *es. 

4 And would youtalso maintain this statement in view of 
the balance reports of the DAO which the Verwatchemie In 1938 
which wore discussed with you this afternoon. 

A *es. 

4 Thank you, no further quest*ons. 

THE CO; MISSION SR; Any further questions oy the Prosecu¬ 
tion? If not the witness Is excused. 

DR. OIERLICHS: «r. Commissioner, nay I ask that the 
defendant Schmidt oe oxcueed from further attendance here? 

THE CO!3fIS3’ONER : Ho .may be excused. . 

MR. AHCHAN; M r . Commissioner, I ask that you give us 
a f»w minutes before proceeding? 

THE COMMISSTON': fe will recess for about five -limit's. 
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THh CdSSSSI'W.: ‘‘"he Court is a-'ain in acssicn. Y< u my pr»c*»ed; 
Hfc. afCKjJli If your Honor please, just before the recess wu narked 
for identification as Exhibit 23UI: a dreuaent to which was not nssi^m<l 
an HI number. I would now like to have the record sh<-w Ryhit.it 23hh 
fer identification is NI 15293. 

THK CteJUSSICN*’!’: Very woll. 

Pit. KRU: (Assistant to Dr. Berndt for the defendant limn): dr. 
C-nnissi'<nar, the mrt witness, Mr. *erntr Schniti is available to bs 
sworn in at a witness for cross exaninati m. 

WXR SCH?QTZ, a witness, tc-k thestnn! and tnotified as follows: 
BY TW CCWCLiblOi..^: 

' The witness will raise his rij;ht hand and take tho rath. 

I swear by Oat the Alni.:hty am* Cnniscient that I will spook tho 
pure truth, and will cait end ad ' nothin;. 

(The witness repeated the oath.) 

TK uiVt-XCSZUPTti Ycu nay bo souted. 

- DDfCT F£vtfX*iTFW - 

BY Dn. HKX« 

C; Karr Schaits, will yru ploasu rive your full nano -nco main 

fer the rwcord? 

A Corner Schnits. 

Q Khan an’ nhira were yu b--m? 

A On the 7th »f Hay 1903 in Kui-pertil tHWfol... 

W *hat is ymr a.! rcss at the ncncut? 

h (Tuppertfil, n.Tocn, “-schcnstn-ssc 105. 

C Herr S c hrxits, you nave execute" a nunb r of affidavits. 
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These are Docuacnt Harm 326, Exhibit 178 contained in V-duux. U, ;sace 
3; Document Kenn, 335, Exhibit 18$, Triune la, pare 121, Docunant 
*ann 322, Exhibit 198 in Document Yrluao U, pa.jw la9j Oscynent rtann 
Nc. 3U8, Exhibit He. 200 in B;. k la, paf/i 52; D. cunent liann No. 337, 
Exhibit Hr. 201 in B.** la, pc£0 53, Dccurxmt hinn 373, E- hibit No. 211 
contained in Boak 1? on pafe 80 ; Document Kano 385, Exhibit No* 211a, 

Velur .0 la, rvij» 92; Dneusent Kam Ho. h09, Exhibit 238, contain**! in 
Decunent Vdu-v 5, psigo la2; Docunont 1cm No. Ia27, Exhibit 251, Book 5, 
P*.^ Wi» ™‘ finally Decuaent kxnn N.. 309 lsddblt 279, Berk 5, jvi*e 125. 
New in ccnnccticn with your af- ir^.vit of 10 harch 19b8, that is 
Dccuevnt Jann Nc. 385, Exhibit 211a, I would like to ask ym a sh^rt 
questi-m about it. In this affidarit you state, ami I quetos 
“As is clearly state** in the letter fm Bayer to J&ionc-Poulcnc, the 
letter 'latod 18 Deconhar 19l«0 that &.yor nir-tr intended to clAlti r*itr-v*.c- 
tivo licoses fee tho products produced acc^nliiv: to contract for tlu* 
tine frrro 1918 to 1938, Bayer wants** to ah'**, by waiving this claim, 
that tho financial si.tc of the ruopnrotian was of losscr interest than 
tho final deaninr un of the situaticn in the field of imitation and 
patont protection far special pharmaceutical products. 
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fbtt, I wnuli like to shew you a letter nf the fire of 3aytr to 
Rhono-Poulcnc, of 18 Deccs^er 1910. That is document Mann 368, exhibit 
213, In book U, pupc 88, and wrul A like to ask, in conixsction with that, 
whether this is the letter of 18 December 19l<0 which you have menttinort 
in ycur affidavit? 

A Yes. The passage that I nean will bo found on pai^o 2 r f tho 
lotter, parsern^h t >. There it is nbnti'.mad, in connection with aspirin, 
and I < 7 * 0 to, “Since wu do net want t o oak- any claims for the *vst 
years • . “This waiver of mr rirhts for years past referred, ef c-rurac, 
not only to aspirin, but it also applied U. «11 oth^r products for which 
license contracts worn nado for tho future. In this connection, I w^uld 
liko to add that 1 already anlc the sane statooenta in tho course cf ny 
intorrce^tirn by Hr. *tewBu»nn, here in this building, "n 11* and If 
January, 19 W. 

I furthorrK"o -w<ild liko to say, in comecti'n with ny affidavit, 
that this waiver was contrary to th<> opinion held at that tinu by tho 
°<.nnan jovurnaent. We know trrn the cpini.n voicod by several jwoplo 
that Gentry -jovarnaeot officials towards us, or to similar mprusontbti- 
ves in Berlin, that a restitute n was summed to be claimed for ell 
tomu**. Ouman interests in tho pat, as that, for instance, wrul. 4 have 
been ihn case in tho caso of aspirin. But wo waived uur rights because 
it was import -nt for »(r. liann to soo that wo would have a ohxI end nraninf* 
ful ccrpt ration which should be mnintelnr* throuj>>ut tho future. 

C Dj you have rny other cocnonts cr ch*n,;es to make in cimncctiun 


with this Affidavit? 
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A Tcs, Ccncamia? qy affidavit of 10 March 19h8, that is dncnaoit 
Uann 1.09, exhibit 233, Docuaunt Volurv V, pago 12, I would like to 
givo .ji oaplanattno. In this affidavit I state that the basic 
provisions of the license contract HwJ'-jr II ccocernin.: the aitu.il 
exchange of now prolucts hid already been kn-wm to the pentlenon uf 
Rhone-Peulonc before the actual sifcninr. of contract Ho. 1. 

New, I would like to qivu you so* points crncerninp this, and 
in supplaumtatien, I w.»uld like to art that also, *urin * th.* fund-innra¬ 
tal c.nferutce, which was held en 29 K^vcflbor IjO, C'ncomin:; Contr'.ot 
I, this, cooperation had already been discussed. I can ronenuer very 
clearly that at that tine especially. Hr. Orillod desired a further 
cooperation with us. This was later rualitod by Ccntr ct No. 2. Beyond 
that Mr. Grillct expressed a desire to extend this cr/porAti’-n rlso to 
other Holds, for Instance, to the Hold of plastics, artificiol rosins, 
synthotic rubber, and plant products produced. This can also he seen 
from a later letter of the fxra khond-Poulcnc. I boliwvo it is da tod 17 
February 19lil. 

In tho footing of 29 NoveObor, Ur. “ann aeresd to this request. 
After all, itwis caaionsurato within the noanlnp of Contract I to clear 
up the situation for n furthor collaboration awl ccoporatic*n, and to 
brinp about a parity for tho parties concerned. 

C Ifliat do you a«an by brin’iiy about a i«rity? 

A A French invention in tho field of pharmaceutics could be 
patentwd in Q'-many. N->w, if a 0.rann onnufacturcr wanted to producu 
such c product, he was obliged to write tc the French nnnufhcturor end 
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to ask for license, fer which, of course, he hid to pay. In France, 
thinj’s were a little different, because of the confusion of patent 
laws concerning phornaccutics products such a patent protection was 
not in existence in Franco for Gorman inventions. Now, if Hhone-Foulonc 
wanted to cooperate with us, in the interests • f both partias, first of 
all, the fundamental requisitos for such a collaboration hail to bo 
created, namely that both parties wcul ! imvo equal rij-hts in protecting 
their products. This equalisation also was included the fact that 
Rhone- Vhulonc would ;,oy license fee. s for the use of trademarks era*, 
preparations tc which Bayer had the priority rights. 

I want tc point out hore, once Spain, that this equalisation was 
not a*r«3d upen retroactively for p.>st yirrs, but the licenses rwro to 
bo paid only after noe*nts of aiming -«f th- spreonont. Now, if wo would 
havo wonted to claim indemnification for post uso of ur nnxhicto, then 
those can tracts waild have had to nention an enomeus sun f«r tho payment 
of licenses which had accrued, froa 1918 until tho si^minq of th«» 
aCToenent. But "c expressly waivod ^ur ri'hts to payaont;-for the 
past years because, ns I already nunticnod in ny affidavit, tlus financial 
part was not very ixp.»rtant to us. 

ij Do you have ary other a«k*iti.tis tc* nnkc to any other aff^icvite? 
h To ntfidnvit dated. 18 February 19h0, Uiat is Documont Mrnn !i27, 
exhibit 251, Volume V, paco 74, I w^ld liko tc nnkc the followin,- a Ultima. 

Inc transmission of production methods which was ncntiinud in 
this affidavit, and tho current knnwlu'Vo cmcornim. tho 62 pn*ducts 
ccntinned in it this ms ru t all that Bayor lid. 
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For thn sake of completeness, I have to add that Bayer aryl Hhone- 
Poulunc ha.’ a very lively correspondence concerning all questions in 
which nhorss-pculonc was interested. The Gentlemen of Khonc-Pirulonc 
frequently visited our lab ratories in ElhurfolU and Hocchst, and won 
able to gain knswlodro of all of those pro-touts which w ero conctmc' by 
the contract. *hey rained very la|wrtent experiences in this nannor, 
which they used to simplify and ruvki* their products less ojq^nsivn, 
and t.» inernasa their pro<!uction in * useful way. The value of jv-noy 
of this service that Bayer rendered cannct bo overestimated. 

Q Hr. Schmitz, perhaps ycu have anotlior addition to ioakt to y.nir 
affidavit of 11 karch 19h8? 

A Yea, one. This is document Mann 390 oxhibit 279, contained 
in Volrucc V, on pai'o 125 concornin," the calculation which is Mentioned 
in there the services of both ;artnera to each other, and on the b*sia 
of this, I have to acW the fnllwinh. 

In connection with the payment of liconso fees Bay 0r Already had 
waiv.Kl its rifht to the i>ayaent of ttaae license foes frem the a->- 
called. contracts far the tiao prior tc the hociminc of the war, 
that is the tino fron the outbreak of th*. war, That is tho first of 
Septonber 193 9 until the beginning of Contract X, nanely, 1 Jarnuiy 
19lil. 
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A conservative estimate based upon licenses given previous to that 
and after that, this nould amount to approximately threo million French 
francs. A possible reduction in turnover ccusod by the war, of course, 
is considered in this sin. This sua of three million French francs 
thoreforo nould have to be added to tho profit nhich was calculated in 
this table of nine »inc<. Rhone Poulenc did not have to pay this sum. 

Now, of *ourso, there is another advantage that Rhone Poulenc had from that. 
Bayorwithdrew from their businoss in Franco after tho sibling of contract 
1 and during tho time following. First of all, in tho fiold of aspirin 
in February of 1941 and inter on in the special fields end fine chemical 
fiold from tho yoar 1942. Taat is :ity tho tumovor in thoso products of 
course fell to tho advantage of Rhone Poulenc, especially in tl»sc 
preparations in which Rhono Poulenc had brought parallol products as 
imitations on tho market. I further would like to state that it can bo 
assumed with cortninty tlr.t Bayer l.-ould have executed tho plans tliat they 
had before tho war, namely to institute thoir own production In Franco 
and to loavc tho sales uoaago^Biit under covor of a French firm. By that 
tho turnover of tho sales of Bayer in Fr nco would have boon considerably 
incrocsod. Since this project was not carriod out Rhono Poulenc had, of 
courso, anothor big advantage. 

Q. Othorwiso you would have no corrections? 

A. No, that's all. 

DK. TUERX: Thank you. I yield the witness for cross-examination. 

CROSS EXA.11I..TICK 


BY 1H. NEWUAN: 
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ODHUTSSION 

Q. Mr. VTitncss, nc shell first turn to your affidavit of liaroh 13, 
19A8. This is Mann exhibit 1C5, his document 335, Unnn book 4, page 21. 

I call your attention — 

A. I didn't understand tlic number. 

vj. This is exhibit 1C5, document nuobcr 335. Is this affidavit non 
beforo you? 

A. Yos. 

'.J. I call your attention to .sage 1, nuobcr 2, second paragraph, i/hcro 
you scy that in 1941 Hr. Do spaitenoously ‘sked you for patent, si’^gostions 
for Franco in ordor to avblc Wii to trJoo stops of his own in Paris. As 
to this spontaneous request by Iimsieur Bo I ask you, hadn't you first 
told liim that a copy of Byor's suggestions concerning a French patent 
law vns already in the hands of tie Gcrzi~n Armistice Delegation? 

A. Ko, I can't reuaober that. I can't rcociobcr having tallied about 
that provious to the conf_rascc tilth Horr Bo. 

Q« Now you will bo shorn liana'^ e:diibit 128. This is linn' c 
docuncnt numbor 522, M'nn bo !: zruaber 4, pago 25. This is a lottcr to 
Buyer's director Bruoggccrnn of iiay 12, 1941 signed Schultz. Plcaso toll 
us first, are you the author of tide lottcr and doco Schmitz stand for 
fornor Schultz? 

A. Yos, that is uy letter to our diroctor. Dr. Brueggou-nn in 
Leverkusen, thank you. 

Q. Hon I call your attention to the second part of this lottor vhcro 
you say that Monsieur Bo, and I 'note, "requested tl»c undersigned to 3cnd 
on the report.to tho Gen van delegation." That's the Amis tic a 
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Ccccisaion. Now, this, as you idll recall, was Bayor's roquost to introduce 
a patent la\< in Franco, Decs this refresh your recollection as to -..-hotIvor 
or not you nentioned the Armistice Delegation in this connection? 

A. No, not even non, I only remember that Horr Bo wanted to have 
documents from me concerning tbo establishment of the introduction of patont 
law in Franco. Now, nlicthcr no talked in correction with this about our 
roquost to the Reich Ministry of Justico or not, I can't remoubor that. 

Q. You arc Just mentioning tho Goman Ministry of Justico. Uy 
quostion roforrod to tho copy which was sont to tho Gora-n Amiatico 
Delegation. 

A. I an not infomod about that bocauao theso matters of patent law 
and legal points wore not within uy s.jhorc of wortc. I only know them by 
roading about then. 

(J. You will be shorn HI-7637 which wo will introduco in ovidcnco as 
exhibit 2345. This is a letter to Hocrlcin, Bruoggenann and liana of 

Pobruary 10, 1941. Do you see tho handwritten remark in tho right top 

# 

comor, "Prokurist, •/. Scluitz"? 

A. Yes, that's me. 

Q. T/ill you plcaso read tho short letter -nd toll mo whothor this 
refreshes your recollection as to whether your patent suggestion also 
sont to tho German A reds tic o Delegation? 

A. Yes, that's right. Hob I raicobcr having soon this lottor. 

Q. Now, Mr. Schmitz, I couo baek to the document I showed you beforo, 
your lottor to Brueggaaann of llay 12, 1941 which was Uann exhibit 1 DC, 
whero you say this, and I quo to: "The report in quostion" — you aro 
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* _ 9 

again speaking of Bayor 1 3 report to tho Nazi authorities concerning a 
patent law to be introduced In France — "Tho report in question is tlw 
ono transmitted to tho Reich lliniatry of Justico on October 10, 1940, nhich, 
howevor, is not suitable for presentation in total to Monsieur So since 

in this report infringements of Rbono Poulenc, vherc imitation uas concerned, 

« 

aro rat ho r too sharply stressed." Can you tell us what was Farben* s purpose 
in stressing Rhone Poulenc 1 s infringaents too sharply in its report to tho 
Nazi authorities. 

A. The firm of Rfonc Poulenc was tho firm which had dauaged us Dost 

9 

of all during tho last dccados, by virtue of their ixiitationa. 

Q. Just try to -ns*, or ay question wl<y it waa stressed too sharply. 
That's all I ca asking. 

A. Too strongly in this case refora of courac .to tho aonsitivity of 
tho firm of Rhono Poulenc. Hay I continuo with ny explanation from beforo? 
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Q You answered the question. Casing back to Hr. Bo's 
spontaneous request for a patent law in Franco, was not Rhono-Poulonc 
after this agreement was <nterod into in a worse position than any 
other phamacjutical firn in France in that Rhono-Poulonc had to pay 
liconse fees for tho nanufacturo or the salo of Bayer prodicts which 
any other possible mamfacturor in Franco night have taken up without 
paying such royalties? 

* Ho, I can't say that. In as far as tho products that Rhone- 
Poulonc initatod aro ooncomod they woro tho only firm in Franco doing 
that. Thoro woro no othor firms, and because £ tho complicated naturo 
of the nowor prodicts, it caild not bo assunod that any othor Fronch 
fira would over havo taken up thoso imitations bosidos Rhono-Poulonc. 

Q Yew will bo shorn Pcure-Boculleu's tostinony, which is 

F-A-U-R-E-B-E-A-L-I-E-U—so yox will bo shorn Fauro-Boauliou's lottor 

to Mann of Doqoabor 29, 19li0, our NI-7666, which nay go in as Prosocu- 
tion Exhibit 231*6. Will you plooso first toll us trea tho photostat 
boforo ycu is tho handwritten initial "SEH" your handwriting? 

A Yes, it is. T hct i* cy sign. 

Cfi Will ycu ploaso look at this noto onclosod with Fauro- 
Boauliou's lsttor, Articlo 6, paragraph 2, which roads, "Tho obligation 
whieh Rhono-Poulonc and Spacia accopt via a vis 'Bayor' already in it¬ 
self fxits this firm (id dst Rhono Poulenc) into an unfavorable situa¬ 
tion with rogerd to o vory othor possiblo manufacture who, oithor through 
proecssos othor than those which aro protoctod, or through tho expira¬ 
tion of petonts, or the lack of petonts, night take up the »anufncturo 
of tho sale of products invented by 'Bayor'." Now, do you recall tliat 
you read this note at tho tino? 

e 

A Oh yes, I can. I reeedbor. 

Q Aist a aimte, I would liko to ask rjy question first. 

Docs this refresh you- rocolloction as to ^fhethor Rhono-Poulonc, after 

this liconso agreement was entered into, was eager to havo introducod 

stxao protection of pharmaceutical processes in order not to be at such 
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manifest disadvantages towards all other French manufacturers—does 
this refresh ycur recollection as to whether Rhone-Poulenc after this 
license agreement was entered into was eager to have introduced some 
protection of pharmaceutical processes in France in order not to bo at 
such manifest disadvantage towards all other French manufacturers? 

A Yes. The firm of Rhone-Poulenc before the signing, as 

well as Afterwards, insisted themselves upon the introduction of patent 

• • 

laws. 

Q Just a minute, ‘{y cpiestion was whether ycu know either 
from your recollection or on the strength of this document why Rhone- 
Poulenc at that time wanted to have a patent law to be introdicod in 
France? 

A Rhone-Pouleno always aaphasited towards us that they, as 
tho largest and moat serious prodicer of pharoacsutical predicts in 
France, always would try to sot patent laws, and that they always did 
*hat. . 

Q We shall now caao to the affidavit of March 11, 19U8, Itonn 
Exhibit 201, Document Nuaber 337, Mann Book Nisaber IV, page 53. Is 
this affidavit before ycu? 

A Tos. 

Q Will you pleaso turn to Number 2, where yoi say, I quote, 
"Wo succeeded in avoiding any direct interference of the German author¬ 
ities." Will you please tell us whether there was any Geman Govern¬ 
ment agency which tried to interfere or which had indicated that it 
would interfere with ycur negotiations with Rhone-Pexilonc? 

A Already when they made tho preliminary steps the Reich 
authorities in Berlin, of course, interfered, when they heard about 
the first trip that Hr. Ham made to Paris. They asked Herr item about 
his plans and intentions and commissioned him that he should report to 
them when he returned free Paris. 

Q Is that what you.woild call “interference"? 

A Well, not an interferer.ee perhaps, but certainly a taking 
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of interest. 

Q Hr. Schmitz, do y» 4 knew anything about German officials, 
and, if so, please state who, approaching Farbon and Bayer in particular 
expressing the wish that Bayer should acquire a participation in Rhone- 
Pouleno* 

A Those were the gentlemen of the Reich Ministry of Economics 
to whom we renorted about our plans and who then sin ply agreed to our 
intentions. 

Q Wow, Mr. Schmitz, <to you recall that I interrogated you 
in Numberg on January 111, 19W? 

A Yes. 

Q And do you recall whether at the tine yai made your state¬ 
ments under oath? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you sign and correct yair stateuonts before signing? 

A Yos. 

Q Now, I will read to you two questions and tw> answers 
frem this interrogation. Please tell us whether ytxi recall this state¬ 
ment. If you wish to seo the ontiro interrogation as signed by you, 
please so indicate. 

DR. TUERK: Objection, Hr. Casaissioner. It is customary at 
this trlil that if something is being read into the record from a ctocu- 
aent, this document is being offorod at loast for identification and 
that at least defonso gots a copy of this document. 

m. NENHAN: Though I don’t agree in principle, I don»t havo 
any objections to submitting a copy to both the court and defense 
counsel. 

% 

DR. TUERK: T withdraw my objection. 

BY MR. ISYfltAN: 

Q Went, i will quote from ay interrogation. And for the record, 
just for identification, this interrogation will become Prosecution 
Exhibit 23U7, NI-13561. 
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"C. Mow, so that we don*t get lost in too many details, I 
should like to put some definite questions to you." Now, the question 
is word by word the nano as the one I just put, but I shall jut it 
again: 

"Q Do you knew anything about German officials - and if so, . 
state who, approaching Farben and Bayer in particular after the collapse 
of France, and demanding or expressing the wish that Bayer shaild acquire 
a participation in French indistrial finas, neneiy, in Rhone-Poulonc? 

A No, to us in particular* 

Q Excuse me, is your “no” a reply to the question whether you 
know this, or do you moan that no such dtnand was ever mndo to you? 

A No, not to my knowledge. only knew that on tho German 
sido there was an earnest dosiro—an urgent ono is too much to say— . 
for a doso relationship bo tween tho German and French manufacturers 
of the sane category of goods”. Not, do yai rocall this interrogation? 

A Yjb, entirely. 

Q Now, cooing back to your affidavit, you also say undor tho 
samo rumber that Bayer was very anxious that negotiations should be 
conducted purely on tho basis of n private transaction. In this con¬ 
nection, I would just liko to ask you this. Aro ycu tho author of tho 
mirutos of tho mooting betwoon Bayer and Rhono-Poulenc of Hovanbor 29 
to December 2, 19U0—just a mimte--which is Prosecution Exhibit 1269, 

MI-7629, Document Book 59, English page 55, end Gorman pago 07—if tho 
minutes aro before you, ploaso toll us whether you aro the author? 

A Yos, as an export for Franco, I took part in the mooting, 
and I was tho author of this transcript. 
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Q. Thank you. I ac now turning to your affidavit again dated 
March 11, 1918, Mann Exhibit 211, Document Book 373,- Mann Book IV, 
page 80. In this affidavit you are speaking of the pre-war agreements 
between Rhone-Poulenc and Bayer, ify question is: Had Rhone-Poulenc 
lived up to its pre-war agreenents with Bayer? 

A. As far as they iwre connected with the contracts, yes. 

Q. In this affidavit you also state that at the neotint in Paris 
of November 29 and 30, 1940, Rhone-Poulenc'a Monsieur Grillet spontano- 
ously offered to pay royalties for certain products. Now, do you mean 
by "spontaneous" that this offer was made iaaediately following Ur. 
Mann's threat, and I quote fro® your contemporaneous report. Prosecu¬ 
tion Exhibit 1269, NI-7629, Docuaent Book 5?, English pago 55, German 
page 87, I quote: "That he"" — that is Ur. Mann — "nust return his 
assignment to the German Governcent as a failure and he hinted that 
the French side might later on regret its neglect of using tho opport¬ 
unity afforded by our present willingness to ccxao to torms". Is that 
what you mean by "Grillet's spontaneous suggestion"? 

A. Ur. Newman, you said before "threat", but I can't remember 
that there was any throat made during the meeting of tho 29th and 30th 
of Novoraber. I myself, as you know, was one of the participants. 
Discussion at times was lively, but a threat never was voiced. Now, 
if in this transcript, if I mention the word "order", then will you 
please consider the following: This transcript was drawn up a week 
after the meeting in Paris had taken place and was based on hand-written 
notes and memos which I cade in the course of the meeting on loose 
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sheets of paper. I don't re renter that in the meting itself the word, 
"ordei-" was aentioned at all, but on the other hand I can rwnwaber very 
clearly that Mann expressed his deep concern about the fact that Rhone- 
Poulenc perhaps night get aore disadvantageous conditions by way cf 
an armistice treaty than if they would conclude negotiations with ui. 
that is to say by anticipating the treaty by a contract of a private 
economic nature. 

Q. And Monsieur Gullet made his suggestion after Me. Mann had 
expressed what you Just called his "deep concern'? 

A. Yes, that is Just what it was. 

Q. May I suggest. Judge Crawford, that this is the proper time 

for adjournment. Tho defense ccunsol Just askod me to inquire whon 

this interrogation can be continued. 

THE PRESIDENT! Yes. We will find out shen it can be continued. 

We will recess for how long.. Ur. AcchsnV 

m. AUCHAN: Well, I suggest, your Honor, that you recess until 
• • 

nine-thirty and we will arrango tomorrow morning lor a continuation .»f 
these hoarings dependent upon the calendar that you have Jn the morning. 

THE PRESIDENT: The Cemission will bo in recess until ;iino-thirty 
tomorrow. 

(The Commission of Tribunal VI adjourned until 7 May 2$1|8, at 0930 
hours.) 
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Offioiol Transcript of Military Tribunal VI, Caso II, 

Co.uission, in the natter of tho Uaitod States of America • 
against' Carl Krauch, ct al, defendants, sitting at Numborg, 
Gcruany, on laxy 6, 19U3, 1330 hours, Co-nissionor »Ailroy 
prosiding. 

THE HARSIiAL: Arsons in tho Courtrooa will plcaso find thoir scats, 

Tho Honorable, tho Comissionor of Ifllitary Tribunal VI. 

Tho Cco a ission is nou in session God savo tho United States of America 
and this tenorablo Co:-ission. 

Thoro trill bo ordov in tho Court. 

MRS. KUF.Ala!: If Your Honor ploasos, sooo of tho Defonso ccamsol oro 
not horo. I2r. JSnakoff, who is probably going to cross-oxamino certain 
of tho dofondants and affiants is not horo yet either. Pojhaps wo trill 
Just simply havo to trait. 

THE COillSSIOHEl'.s I was going to ask that quostioh. Tho first tiling 
is os to vvhothor or not Defonso counsel had rccoivod propor notico of 
this mooting, and Mother or not all dofondants intorosted woro prosont, 

I will dofer that and perhaps we hod bottor recess perhaps for 10 minutos. 
Do you thin]: that trill bo enough! 

This hoaring is in rocoss for 10 minutos. 

(tearing in roocss until 1355 hours.) 

(Aftor rocoss) 

THE ARSiLAL: Too Cauoission is again in session. 

DR. ilATH: Dr. Hath, counsel for tho dcfoixlant. Dr. Ilgnor. 

THE CO! IISSI.ilZR: Dr. Nath, ar o^ you sufficiently well acquainted vrith 

of tho defendants 



rith their attorneys, aro 
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now present? 

DR. HATH: Hr. Corntssiocr, I announced during the Court sossion that 
thoro was a Cocrdssioncr's hearing today, and olient and Mr* Gattinoau 
aro hore. I believe tho rost of the defendants arc not interested to bo 
horoi 

THE COrilSSIOiE:: Very well. I will ask the Marshal to report tho 
dofondants nho aro new prosont. 

THE I'ARSIIALj If it plcaso Tour Honor, the defendants Hgnor and 
Gattinoau ore prosont in tho Courtrooc. 

THE CO IISSIOilE?.: Thank you, Mr. Marshall Aro there any othor natters 
for tho rocord rdvich either Do fenso or Prosocutien 'rish to plaoo upon tho 
record boforo tho ts raaln ation of tho witnoss begins? 

Tou nay .irococd, Dr. Hath. 
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DR. NATH: (Defense Counsel for defendant Ilgner): With the Com¬ 
missioner's pc mission, may I call Dr. Hac’.rcnann to tako the witness stand 
for cross exaaination ly the prosecution? 

THE CO IgSSXCSER: Yes, ploasc proceed. 

Dr. Hath, nay I inquire, is this witness Goman? 

DR. HATH: Yos, Hr. Coasissioner. 

ERJ1ST KACKEiAHH, a witness, took the stand and testified as folloirs: 

THE COilUSSlOSH: IS*. Witnoss, you will raiso your right hand, say 
"I" and stato your naoo. 

THE -TITiIESS: I, Ernst ftvekonann. 

THE COL'lSSIOliat: Repeat this oath after no: I swoar by God, tho 
Almighty and the CCnisciont, that I will speak tho puro truth and will 
vrithhold and add nothing. 

(Tho witnoss ropoated tho oath.) 

*ou may bo sorted, iir. witness. 

Beforo ccuaonoing your testimony, are you fauiliar with tho lighting 
system?. 

THE iTITHESS: Ho. - 

THE COiiaSSiaraR: Thon 1*11 explain it to you. *lhon you soo tho rod 
light you uuat pauso until you are diroctod to proccod. Vfhon the yellow 
light is flashed, that indicates that you aro proceeding too rapidly and 
you will havo to reduce your speed. Ploasc speak rathor slcwly and as 
distinctly as possbilo and answr tho question askod you as briefly as is 
consistent with the clear statement of tho facts. 


You may proccod. Dr. Hath 
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DIRECT miCHATIOi: 

EC DR. KADI: 

Q. Dr. Hackeuaiin, would you please state your full nano and your 
present address for the rocord? 

A. Ernst Haclreoa-in. Tuebingen. 

Q. 'Jr. Ilackeoann, you rendered an affidavit dated 1 liarch 19U8. Tha t 
is Ilgner Document i?l58 and ie Ilgner Exhibit J12$. Do you have that 
affidavit of yours before you? 

A. I have an exhibit before- no, 1 2h, and I have another one which 
bears no number, That's docunent 158. 

Q. We are only concerned with the latter horo, Kr. Hackemann. 

A. Vory well. 

Q. I wont to find out froea you whether you have any supplementation 
or corrections to ualcc in regard to that affidavit of yours? 

A. No. 

DR. HATH: Then the witness is open for cross examination. 

THE COinilSSiaiai: The prosecution nay procodd with the cross exami¬ 
nation. 

This is irs, Kauftoonn? 

CROSS EXAIUNATICS! 

Bf IRS. KAUPiJUGit 

Q. Now, in your affidavit, which is Ilgner's Exhibit 125, that's 
the docunent narked s&58, you discuss the Prosecution's Exhibit 807. 

This was a note of a conference to extend the propaganda activities of 
the International Central Office Joy and .for!: to South America which you 
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attended as a representative of Farben. You state in your affidavit that 
you were not under the iapression that relations had existed at the time 
of the conference between I, G. Farben and tho office of the German Labor 
Front which sponsored the conference, but rather than an attempt was 

made to got I. G., which hzd so r— declined to put its members at tho 

• • 

disposal of tho organization of Joy and Boric, t*, cooperate Wh that 
organization. TJhat wore the facts that caused your improoaion that 
Farben had, until tho time of tho conference, declined to pyt its re¬ 
presentatives at tho disposal of tho organization Joy and Work? 

A. That wqs tho overall impressicn that I gained from that mooting 
and when I nos welcomed in that confcroncc I was told that thoy woro glad 
that finally sosebody from tho firm would givo an opportunity to that 
offico of explaining tho alms and purposes of tho Control Offico Joy 
and Work to tho firm. Apart fron that I noticod from tho quostions that 
tho SqC rotary Oonoral of that Central Offico as!:od mo — this man was a 
curtain Ur. ion thoy - I ^ot down this iaprossion of mino in ray filo note 
which tho prosooution has subnittod and on tho basis of which I sworo oat 
my affidavit, for that filo no to undoubtedly canes from mo. I'm tho 
author bocauso it boars ny dictation initials. Apart fron that I remember 
that confcroncc and I was able to find out that it was hold on that par¬ 
ticular data. 

Q. Ur. Witness, you stated in your affidavit that you had tho ia- 
prossion that, until tho date of tho confcrcnco, Farben had declined to 
cooperate with that organization and ay question to you was, what wero 
tho facts which gave you tho iaprossion that Farben had doclinod? Can you 
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recall those facts? 

A. Yes, It was strange that in a conference in which originally 
Dr. Icy personally wanted to participate as I was told later, such an in¬ 
significant representative of the firm as I was sent there. 

Q. Was that tho only reason that causod you to conclude that Far bon 
had doclinod to cooporato in the activities of tho Strength through Joy? 

A. Wo 11, this nas not the offico Strength through Joy, but it was 
Joy and Work. That's something different. This was a so-called leisure 
hour organisation tho purpose of which and the aim of which was to holp 
tho worker in wor'-cing out program for his lo.'.suro hours, and, when taking 
ny report to tho firm, and particularly when 1 gave ny oral locturo to 
Dr. Kersten, whoa I have mentioned horo, I had tho distinct impression 
that I was sent tiwro on purposo and that no other roproaontativo of tho 
firm had h-on choson for that task, because tho ontiro rocoption that 
that maoting got was of such a naturo one considered this organization 
Joy and Work as souotiiing ludicrous and after all, that’s what it was. 

Q. Did the organization Strength through Joy have anything to do with 
tho organization of Joy and Work? 

A. That's asking a little too such at the noiacnt for I'm not so woll 

inforraod about tho organization of tho HSEWVP that I could now, under 

oath, malco a statement that would perhaps later turn out to bo incorroot. 

I can say only this uuch. This offico Joy and Work was an agoncy which 

was subordinate to Dr. ley personally and since Dr. Ley was tho chiof 

of tho organization Strongth through Joy, I assume that there was a close 

connection between theso two organizations and that tho offico Joy and 
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Work was perhaps a subordinate group of the DA?, the Genian Labor Front. 

Q. Now, who gave you the order to attend tho confcronco? Do you 
recall? 

A. I can it rcncabcr that now. I assunc it nas Dr. Keraton who was 
ay imeediato chiof, to whoa I roportod afterwards porsonallyi I ronoaber 
that fact very wall because of tho sorewhat ludicrous ronark that Dr- 
Kerston oado about tho organisation and in particular about an illus - 
trated raagazino in four or five languages which was published by this 
organization in a very fancy edition, ty Ocr-san standards, at loast, 

Q. Did Farben distribute that raagazino? 

A. Forbon was to toko over a faw sponsorship copies. It was to pay 
for a cortain nuabor of copies of this cagazino and to distribute thorn 
through its not of roproscntatlvos in South Aiiorica. As far as I knar, 
thoso copios uero novor distributed bocauso Dr. Xorston was opposod to 
tho untira idea and particularly -to calling tho Far ben liaison twn into 
this distributing organization. 
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» * • 

0, Did KerBten tell you that Farben was opposed to heving 
its employees partlOlpate In Strength through Joy tripe or 
in the projects proposed m that conference? 

A Please repeat the question, for the first thing that 
was concerned here va the distribution of magazines. The 
Strength through Joy trips was only touched upon incidentally 
during that meeting. 

Q The meeting did discuss Strength through.Joy trips, 

Is that correct, Mr. Kackemann? You can give a yes or no an6- 
wer to that question. 

. A Yes. During that conference the possibility of a 
Strength through Joy trip to South America was mentioned as 
an aim that should oe striven for, by this leisure time 
organization. 

* Now, ray question to you is, did Karsten tell you thatj 
Farben was opposed to its employees participating in the 
Strength through Joy trips? Now, Mr. Witness, I notloe that 
you are thumbing through papers, etc. I should think this 
would be a matter for your recollection. Did Mr. Dersten tell 
you that Farben was opposed to those trips or did he not? 

THE COlt :XSS“0N3R : Now, Mr. Witness, questions of 
that kind can be answered in one of three v 0 ys. You may 
say either "Yes" or "No" or ’I don't know" and that will save 
a good deal of time. 

THE WITNESS: Well, the fact whether or not Farben eraployeet 
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i'he - u ltneaBj Well* the fact whether or not Farben 
employees were to participate in Strength through Joy 
trips was not on the pgenda of that conference. 

DR. :'ATH : May I make a correction for the record. There 
is a name mentioned, Dr. Kersten, out his name should oe 
Kersten not Klrsteln. 

THE CO:C’TSS T OHSR: The record will show the correction. 

BY ZtR3. ICAUFKANN; ^ 

4 Did the conference discuss trips through South America 
on the subject of either Joy and Work or Strength through 
Joy? 

A The Secretary General of chet Central Office said, 
among ocher things, that for a later period Strength through 
Joy trlp6 to South America were planned. 

Now, I'd like to know more specifically than you have 
put into the record what were the objections voiced oy 
Kirsten to the proposals of the conference? 

A That it wasn't, as a matter of prlnolple, the firm'3 
intention, as a commercial firm, ts interfere with the work 
of the Central Office Joy and Work, 

£ Did you know that a Faroen representative and official 
had partlcloated In a Strength through Joy pro-rara in South 
America? Did you know that? 

A .No. 

* In that connection I 6how you Prss-ecutlon'6 document 
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NI 14320 which will be introduced as Prosecution's 
•Exhlolt 2350 and I direct — this is a newspaper article 
which discusses an Interview of Frank-Fahle, dated April 
25, 1937. On the page of the exhibit you will note 

the article states, as quoting Frank-Fahle: "One of the 
oeautlful experiences I made here and which I will never 
forget la a Strength through Joy trip which I made with 
employjes and workers of Anlllnas Alenanas to the Delta 
of the River Tigre. The same spirit which expresses Itself 
In our employees and workers at home also reigned on this 
boat. I believe that the Argentine co-workers who represent 
a large part of the employees and workers of A nlllnas Aloraanas 
were also happy to feel this German spirit of Unity," Now, 
does this refresh your recollection that a Farben employee, 
an important official, participated in one of tho projects 
which were subsequently discussed at this conference which 
you attended? Mr. Witness, that requires a simple answer 
ns to whether or not this refreshes your recollection. Does 
It? 

A During that conference we weren't concerned with 
having firms make excursions with their staff of workers. 

Q *r. Witness, I am asking you the question whether 
this refreshes your recollection that a Far'oen official parti¬ 
cipated in a trip In South Aaerlca, conducted by the Strength 
through Joy organization. 
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iTHE COMMISSIONER: kr. •fitness, all you have to answer 
Is whether or not it does bring the ghlng to your mind. 

Does it or doesn't it? 

BY MRS. ICAUFHANN; 

A Yes, as I assume, this was short excursion lasting 
one day on a motor boat... 

Are you talking about your recollection now, Mr. 

Witness? 

A No, I am reading this from the newspaper, article 
where there's something In here about an excursion on a 
Lancha, that is a motor boat, to the Tigre Delta. 

Q, Mr. Witness, I don't believe you understood the quests 
which was put to you. You were slooly asked whether or not 
you remembered that a Faroen official had made such a trip. 

Do you remember? 

A Dr. Frank-Fahle, who is mentioned here, undoubtedly 
did participate on this excursion on the motor boot. 

3 Now, as a matter of fact, **r. 'fitness, you were not 
told by Mr. Korsten, were you, that Faroen objected In 
principle to the projects discussed In this conference, were 
you? 

A Mr. Korsten expressed to me quite distinctly that thlt 
entire program which was expected from I.G. F.-*rben's liaison 
men called Into this work of the Central Office - that this 
entire consultation and calling In of these people was dls- 
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agreeable to hla because he didn't approve of the alma and 
purposes of that Cer.cral d’rice. 

f 

4 Now, you knew very little - You say In your affidavit 
that you knew very little about the organization Joy and 
Work, is that correct? 

A I mow only what I learned about In this organization 
Joy and Work from that conference. 

So the conclusions and opinions which you state In 
your affidavit concerning the objectives and activities of 
that organization are pure speculation on zpur part, Isn't 
that so? 1 ^ 

A In tht file note which I crafted rfttSr this conference 
at the time, I set down everything that I heard about this 
organization during that conference. 

4 I'm not talking about the file note which you drafted 
which Is P-osecut ion's Exhibit 007. I'm taking about Ilgner'f 
Exhibit 125 which Is your affidavit, In which you state cei'- 
tain conclusions and opinions concerning the objectives of 
the Joy nr.c Work organization. Now, my question to you Is 
this, those conclusions and opinions which you give in your 
affidavit are not based on any facts that you know of concern¬ 
ing the organization. Is that oorrect? 

A May I rsk you what sentences »f ray affidavit you are 
referring to? 

3 In discussing the organization you say: "There can 
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oe n® clala of its being an organization engaged in so-called 
Fifth Column activities and least of all in any war like pre¬ 
parations." Now, what did you know about that organization 
except for the conference which you claim that you attended 
that would cause you to draw that conclusion? 

A I never again heard about this organization at a 
later time apart from seeing the five-language magazine of 
that organization in a waiting room of some denti&t. - 
ft Now you have answered ay quean on, Mr. Witness. 

There will be no further questions. 

THE COiMISSTONSR; Is there redirect, Dr. Nath? 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY DR. NATH; 

* Dr. Hackemanr., you said before, during cross examina¬ 
tion, that the Central 0. ic$ of which we are here speak¬ 
ing, may have been a subordinate department of the German 
Labor Fr.nt and in that connection you referred to the 
assertion that Dr. Ley w a s Chief of the German Labor Front 
and tho Central Office was directly subordinate to him. Dr. 
Hackrnann, Is It correct if I assume that that Is a conclusion 
of yours or do you have any positive knowledge about the 
facts which Justify this assumption of yours? 
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A No, it is an assumption of mine which Is cased on the 
fact that the Secretary Genera} Hanthey said when he opened 
the meeting that he regretted that Dr. Ley, contrary to original 
expectations, could not personally participate In that meeting. 
May I also state that Dr. Ley ---as the chairman of this Interna¬ 
tional congress which was concerned in this entire organization. 

* Dr. Hackemann, then you Cannot say with certainty that 
that organization was a part of the German Labor Front? 

A No. 

3 Thark you. Dr. Hackemann, the Strength Through Joy 
trips wero mentioned here, and anyone who experienced these In 
Germany has a certain concept about them. I think It would be 
helpful for the record If you would, in your own words, exproso 
your eplnlon about the Strength Through Joy trips which wo 
experienced sufficiently In Germany, and, in particular, you 
should take Into account and answer the question as to whether 
these Strength Through Joy trips were Nazi propaganda which 
might possibly even serve the preparation of a war. 

A As far as I can remember, I personally never took part 
In the so-called Strength Through Joy trips. I do not under- 
stnad oy Strength Through Joy trip a short excursion on a motor- 
boat, as Dr. Frenk-Fahle took part in, in Buenos Aires. I under-, 
stand by a Strength Through Joy trip a longer voyage organized 
by the Strength Through Joy ships wnlch went mostly to Madiera. 

Or I am thinking in that connection of a trip by motor bus to 
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A No, it is an assumption of mine which Is cased on the 
fact that the Secretary Oenerai Mpnthey said when he opened 
the meeting that he regretted that Dr. Ley, contrary to original 
expectations, could not personally participate In that meeting. 

Hay I also state that Dr. Ley ---as the chairman of this interna¬ 
tional congress which was concerned in this entire organization. 

4 Dr. Hackemann, then you cannot say with certainty that 
that organization "as a part of the German Labor Front? 

A No. 

Q. Thark you. Dr. Hackemann, the Strength Through Joy 
trips wero mentioned here, and anyone who experienced these In 
Germany has a certain concept about them. I think It would oe 
helpful for the record if you would, in your own words, express 
your eplnlon about the Strength Through Joy tripe which we 
experienced sufficiently in Germany, and, in particular, you 
should take into account and answer the question as to whether 
these Strength Through Joy trips were Nazi propaganda which 
might possibly even serve the preparation of a war. 

A As far as I can reraemoer, I personally never took part 
in the so-called Strength Through Joy trips. I do not under- 
stnad by Strength Through Joy trip a short excursion on a motor- 

boat, as Dr. Frank-Fahle took pert in, in Buenos Aires. I undoxv 

| 

stand oy a Strength Through Joy trip a longer voyage organized 
by the Strength Through Joy ships wnlch went mostly to Madiera. 

Or I am thinking In that connection of a trip by motor bus to 
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the Bavarian raountinas. This was a pure organization to occupy 
the leisure time of the workers because the leaders of the 
Third Reich apparently believed that the worknon would not 
oe aole to arrange their own leisure time, or some advantage 
was to be offered to these people in order to take the edge off 
the social division and the social question. But that is ray 
opinion about that and that doesn't have to coincide with Mr. 
Ley's opinion. If these trips had been of any military purpose, 
then I believe I an *n a position to judge that, because I 
myself »as an active soldier for more than twenty years, and 
resigned from the Wehrmacht only in 1934 upon the insistence 
of the Party. °ut I believe I have sufficient knowledge about 
military things that I would have noticed it, if that had been 
the case. 

I may also state that during a trip I hud personally an 
opportunity of convincing rayself of the impression which the 
Strength Through Joy travelers left behind on the island of 
Madiera. 

THE CO:HISSTONER; Lot me Interrupt a moment, Mr. Witness. 
Dr. Nath, do you think the witness has answered your quostlon 
fully? - rf ill you ask another please? 

DR. NATH: Thank you, Dr. Hackemann. ’Jhat *r. Commissioner 
has statod is quite correct. I want to ask only one more 
quest»on.. 

' Is it a fact that these trips served for the recreation 
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of the work-rs? 

A *hese tripe were to serve for the recreation and amu9e- 
nent of the workers* 

* Thank you. Dr. Hackeman.., a last question; You said 
chat Dr. K ersten did not want to know anything about the activity 
of the Central Office and that, as a result, he refused to have 
the magazines distributed by the agencies and representative 
net of Far'oen. After this one conference, did you ever again 
have to deal with this matter and did Faroen take any initiative 
in that direotlon at a later time? 

A As far as I know, I never took part In another meeting 
of that Central Office, and, as far as I remember, I never had 
any correspondence about this affair, nor did I see any corres¬ 
pondence which was kept about this natter. 

% Thank you. I have no further questions. 

C0IU1ISS T 0N5R MULROY; Is thora any further, questions of 
this witness? 

Hearing nothing, the witness will oo excused. (Witness 
excused).. 

Have you another witness, Dr. Nath? 

DR. NATH; *ee. 

MR. HINSKOFF; I believe, Hr. Connies'oner, that the witness 
Dietrich for u uorrfeld will oe the next witness before the 
Commissioner. 

COiL ISS T ONSR MULROY; Is rt r. Duerrfeld’s counsel here? 
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MR. WNSKOFF: Dri Soldi is here. 

DR. SEIDL: I ask that the witness D letrlch be called to 
the witness stand. This Is Dr. Seldl for Duerrfeld. 

COMMISSIONER MULROY; Very well, Dr. Seldl. The witness 
Dietrich will be brought in, please. 

(GERHARD DIETRICH, a witness, took the stand and testified 
as follows:) 

A 

COMMISSIONER MULROY: Mr. Witness, you will please ralso 
your right hand, say *I B ,'and state your name. 

WITNESS; I, Gerhanrd Dietrich. 

COMMISSIONER MULROY; *nd repeat this oath after me; I 
swear by God the Almighty and Oanlslcent, that I will speak the 
pure truth and will withhold and add nothing. (Tne witness 
repeated the oath.) 

The witness may beseated. 

DR. TRABANDT; 'he witness gave to the Defense an affldavl 
on the 12th of December 1947 which was D uerr fei<j Document 405 
and Exhibit 102 for Duerrfeld and which can be found in Duerrfeld 
Document Book 5, on page 108. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 
GERHARD DIETRICH 

BY DR. TRABANDT: 

Mr. Dietrich, would you please again state your full 
name for the record? 

A Gerhard Dietrich. I was born on the 20th of October, 
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1903, in Breslau. I ara a resident of Wellhelm, Upper Bavaria, 
Murnauer Strasso. 

'4 Hr. ^lotrlch, under paragraph 1 of your affidavit you 

say: 

"Because I an a Jew, the Special Court of Breslau sentenced 
me to a prison term of one y ar and two months. What was the 
reason for the trial against you? 

A ?he violation of the “urnoerg Laws and race defilement, 
•'hen you say "race dlflleaent," the Nazi legislation 
meant Intercourse between Jews and non-Jews of opposite sex, 

Is that right? 

A Yes. 

Q, Mr. Dietrich, under paragraph one of your affidavit 
you further state that you wore in Buchonvald, Gross “oson, 
Dauchau, Asuchwltz I, and in Monowltz. 
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Since you were in such a large nuBber of concentration craps, did 
you work on any other places, apart .freo tho Farben plant? 

A* Yos, in tho quarry in Buchcnwald; in Cross Roson I also worked 
in the quarry in the Gcxrrn Earth *nd Stone "torks, the DEST. 

Q. And if you compare that work with your werk in the Farben plant 
in Auschwitz, what result do you arrive at? 

A. As far as I an concerned, I don't havo to talk about ay otn 
porsen bee-.use I was a Capo and Senior of the block and therefore I didn't 
suffer. ^ 

Q. 'to now touch upon another point. You wore a Capo? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Wo know fraa other exminations that Capos sometimes conducted 
thcasolvcs in a very inproper manner. Was your conduct as ft Capo at any 
tine investigated? 

A. It was investigated in that respect that I rcoainod in ay position 
as Capo for a long tine and nevor gave any reason for complaints. 

Q. Ur. Dietrich, your affidavit you gpvc voluntarily and without 
any influonco having been exerted iyon you, is that correct? 

A. Yos. 

‘1. And did you sign it without coercion *nd quite voluntarily? 

A. Yos. 

Q. Do you havo any additions, corrections and supplements to make 
to your affidavit? 

n. No. . 

Q. Thank you. I havo no further questions. Tho witnoss is idth the 


Prosecution 
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CO»i ISSIONSR HJLflOY: The Prosecution nay cross-examinei 
I should like to say to tho witness: kri Tfi-tncssj you will sco two 

• 

lights in front of you, one yellow end the other rodl '.then tho yellow 
light flashes, that indicates that you are spoaking too rcpidly, and whoa 
the red flashes, you should stop until you arc told to go ahead, liako 
all your answers as short as possible and speak clearly and slowly. 

You nay go ahoad, Ur. Uinskoff. 

CAG5S SZAiiU^TION 
(UtlLuTD DIETRICH 

• Ur 

LR. UINSKOFF: Thank you, sir. 

BY UR. ViliiSKOPP: 

y* i*r. Witness, you stato in your affidavit that tho accooraodations 
in Uonowitz were the best possible for tho prisoners. Now, isn't it a 
fact that tho concentration caap Bucl»onwald, in **iich you wore also, had 
barracks which woro hotter then those of tho Uonowitz barrack*, sinco tho 
Buchcnwald barrqcks wero divided into two parts and containod dayrooras? 

A. Yes, that is correct. 

y. Now, Ur. ’fitness, isn't it also a fact that in the Main Canp 
Auschwitz the housing of tho inaatos was ouch bottor than in Uonowitz? 

<«. That is true. 

ij. There wore largo 3tcnc buildings in Auschwitz, woro thoy not? 

A. Yos. 

Q. ;nd didn't each building Ivavo toilets with running water and 
tcahing facilities? 


A. That is true 
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Q, Mow, Ur. Tfitncss, in coaparis® with those -facilities in tho 
concentration coop Auschwitz, isn't it true that thsro was only one wash 
barracks for every six to eight living barracks in Uonowitz? 

•v. Yes, that is true. 

Q. Now, Ur. Witness, were there really over enough washing facilities 
-.t Uonowitz for innates to keep thcasclvcs clean? 

A. No. 

Q. fid the toilets in llono-.ritz have naming wator? 

A. No. ^ • 

Mr * Witness, can you toll the court tho procedure that on innate 
Yrould have to go through if Iw had to go to tho toilot at night in 
Uonowitz? 

A. If hv had reported out ldth tho night guard, ho was in danger of 
boing shat by tho toiler guard. 

Q. And that was bccauso there wore no facilities within tho barrack 
itsolf of which he could avail lunsolf, isn't that so? 

A. Yos, that is correct. 

Q. Now, kr. 7fitncss, in paragraph 3 of your affidavit you speak 
of tho quantities of food, given to tho inaatos at Uonowitz and also about 
tho additional roup which tho in-vates rccoivcd in I.G. Auschwitz. Now, 
isn't it a fact that when you wore at the Dachau concentration camp you 
received much better food there than you rocoivcd at kenowitz and I.G. 
Auschwitz? 

A. Yes.. Dachau was an old, original carp. That was tho roosen for 

that. 
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Q. Now, Ur. Witness, isn't it also c fact that oven at the Buchonwald 
concentration canp tho food was hotter than at Uonowitz? 

A. That is also true. 

Q. Novi, Ur. TJitness, boforo answering the next Question I want you 
to think very carefully. During tho tine that you were at Buna, that is 
at I.G. Auschwitz, and at Honovritz teas tho food sufficient in relationship 
to tho work which was expected of tho concentration canp inmates? 

A. For the undernourished innate, the food wao never sufficient. 

lx. Vfould you say, Ur. Vitness, that the condition of tho average 
innate was obviously such that the Lois tors and forenon with when ho 
worked could sco that ho was undemouristed? 

A. Thoy ted to soo tint. 

4- Non, Ur. ftitnoss, you apeak of there beln£ no inotrvncnta of 
torturo at Uonowitz. Now, isn't it a fact that >tex-o was a standing coll 
in Uonowitz? 

A. Yos. 

i). V/asn't thoro also a whipping post in Monpwitt? 

A. I don't know that, 

'it Wore thoro gOloro in lk>no*..ltz? ~ 

A# Yos, 

Q. And didn't you of ton pass thoso gallows w»on or. inmate had boon 
hanged? 

A. Unfortun-.toly, 

Q. Hr. V/itnoss, I asked you: Isn't it a fact thjit you often pas sod 
thoso gallows when an inmto had been hanged at Uonouit«? 
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A. I said "unfortunately". 

• I 

.J. Npw, Ur. Titness, wSxm you uorkod at tho I.G. Far ben construction 
site, did you ever talk to the foremen and Ucistors about inmates who had 
boon hangod? 

9 

A. It was always discussed with every Keister rrvd assemblyman with 
wham I had contact. 

Q. Now, Ur. Witness, did you ever speak to the Ucistors or civilian 
foremen about inmates who had been punished with twenty-fivo strokoo? 

A. Yes. • ^ 

Q. And isn't it a fact that when such an inmate rotumod to tho 
I.G. Farben construction site that tho foreman or tho suporvisor could 
soo by his condition what had happened to him? 

A. That is correct too. 

4. Now, Ur. Witness, you mention in your affidavit—I boliovo it is 
paragraph 14—that tho re trcrc groat changes in lionowitz in regard to tho 
incoming and outgoing prisonors. Now, isn't it a fact that you personally 
knew that a groat number of innatos »«ro boing gaasod in Birkonau? 

A. Yos. 

Q. Isn't it a fxt that you ucro particularly interested because your 
wife was gassed in Birkenau? 

A. Yos. 

Q. Now, Ur. Witness, wore you tho only inmate who worked at I.G. 
Farben Ausch*fitz who know about the gassings of inmates at Birkenau, or 
was that gcnoral knowledge among tho inmates? 

A. No, all of tho inmates knew that, and also the Uoistors and 
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foremen with wheo we worked also know that. 

.)• How, Ur. Witness, did you trJJc .-bout these gassings to these 
foremen and Leisters and hot; did you know it whether they knew it or not? 

A. Ttet was always discussed vrith these free workers, .and I rlso 
talked to them. 

>. ititness, you apoek of tho speed of tho icrlc ot tho construction 
site—I think in paragrcjii 9. lion, isn't it a fact that even though there 
were some eases whore tlwrc trrs lighter tork to bo done, that tho groatost 
majority of tho inmates had to do hoavy work at all tinea? 

A. In tho beginning, in Honowlts Buna tlic work was very difficult, 
until the middle of 1944. Thon, after everything Iiad been built up, things 
got oaaior, a little. 

Q. Now, Ur. .fitness, do you recall the work in Xownando 4? 

A. Yes, that t*na a work detail whoro pcoplo had to carry comont. 

Q. Now, do you rcoa.ll nhctltcr there was a normal turnover of iuaatos 
in that Komundo or uaa there a vary exceptional turnover in that Kocuando? 

A. In Kanerndo 4 tho turnover of inmates was very Largo. 

Cj. Can you axplain why? 

A. The railroad cars that bed to bo unloodod thorc at tho time had 
to be unloaded within a cortain time. They had to bo unloaded at a eortain 
rate of speed 'nd had to bo fLilahod by tho time tto torking hours noro 
over. 

0. noli, as a result, what happened to the Im&tos who twrkod tlioro? 

a. Tho wort: was done at m accelerated paco, as .a result. 

* h. Did tho inmates break down as a result of that fast pace? 
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Al 1 itself nover rnrkcd ihoro end cernot scy it with oortrdnty. 

4. Vfcll, how about fagrad o 41, the cfcsolition crow, fllct )£nd of 
wrk rr s that end how severe rirn thr.fr on the irzetes? 

A. Thr.t TT-s large demolition detail where the intir.tc hr.d to carry 
’jricks end wiicrc they were in cirjge of a very notorious Cr.po as thoir 
supervisor. 
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• • 

Q. And, Mr. Vitnosa, will ya« '•oacrlbe tho work of the chblo komnandop. 
A. Tho cable koseandns wore Tory difficult cooaandes. It was on® 

•f «ur bl'gost konaandos In Buna. Tho work was Tory strenuous. Oieao 
lnrgo cable druns had to bo tranaforrod and laid In tho dltchos by several 
inmatos, 

q. Sow, Mr. rf ltn03s. Isn't It a fact that (hiring tho wlntor days 
ao many ns twenty irmetoa wore carried iway froo the Tarbon site back Into 
Mon-wlt* because they o-uldn't walk by theaselvos any noro? 

A. Toe. 

q. Sow, Mr. Vitnoss, y*u woro in tho kosoande called tho bookkooping 
k-mnando. Is that rlght7 
A. That Is right. 

Q. Sow, will you doscrlbo tho kind of work y-u had to d- In this 
bookkooplng korcnando? 

A. In tho boginning wo were usod as bookkeepers — as a bookkooplng 

w 

dotall, but lator wo woro nado avallablo f-r other work and aselgnod to 
tho MAN ovorhoad plpos construction dotall, whoro wo w«rkod on —the laying 
of ovorhoad plpos and all of tho Iron parts had to bo unloadod and tr«no- 


ported by us. . 

q. Sow, M r . Sltnoss, do jnu know ab«ut hw ouch thoeo lr«n bores 
voight that thoso dotnllc had to carry? 

A. On tho avorago ton to twolvo hundred wolghts. 

Q. And how cany lnsatoc would carry ono? 


bo? 


A. Ten con. 

Q, And could you soy what tho averngo weight of th^so ton lnantos would 
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A. 100 to 120 pounds. 

Q. How, Hr. Witness m connecti^it with tho work, Is It not ft fact 
that tho I.G. Tftrtcn foroeacn used to write evaluation shoots onch night! 

K Yes. 

Q. And isn't it also true th*t if tho Fnrbon forenen reportod tho 
battalion under soventy percent, they would bo punished with twonty-fi'C 
strokes each? 

A. If it was roportod, yes, that is true; 

THE COMMITSI0HZH: Mr. Minskoff , have y«u roachod a point in your 
oxaoination whoro wo can tako our custonary rocossf 

KH. MIHSKOFF: I think s", sir. 

THE COMMIGCIOKER: Moll, then wo'll be in rocoss for ton ninutos, 
until quartor after threo. 


15762 


6 Hay-A-JP-23-l-KlUs (let. Aaaler) 
Court VI Case VI Conaission 2 


THE MARSHAL: The coonisslon is again in session. You nay orocoed Hr. 
Mlnskoff. 

BY KB. MIHSKOJT: 

Q. Mr. Vitness, going beck for a nonant to tha testinony about the 
knowledge of gassigs,lsn't it a fact that about two or three tines a 
week, open trucks drove along the 1.0. Farben plant, going fron Konowitz . 
to Birkenau with innates »*o were no longer able to work! 

A. That is true. 

Q. How, wasn't it coccon knowledge anong the innates that thoso 
Innates no longer able to work were being sent to Birkenau bo be gassed! 

A. Yes. 

<^. As a natter of fact weren't the clothes of the dead innates 
returned very shortly thereafter to Monovitz! 

A. That is correct. 

Q* Hr. Vitness, you state at the end of your affidavit that 

you survived 1.0. Auschwits for threo years. How, ins't it a fact that 
you were what was known ns an "old lanato", and that because of tnat 
fact and particularly because of the fact that you were oryanized Whilo 
you voro at the canp, that you were in a conpletely different oooition 
froo the other lraates! 

A. That is correct. 

How, isn't it a fact, Hr. Vitness, that the average soon of tho 
Jewish locates at I.O. Auschwitz was a wry short one! 

A. Yes. 

*5. How, isn't it a fact. Hr. Witness, that the average soan of the 
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Jewish inoates at I.G. Auachvltr was a vary short one? 

• * 

A. Yes. 

MR. MIHSX07?: Thank you. So further Questions. 

THS CQl'.ISSIOXER: la there any further redirect? 

RLDI3SCT SXJlhlRATICB 

3Y IP.. SEIDL: 

Q, Witness, at the beginning of yaw exanination you testified that 
the affidavit was cade voluntarily by you on 12 Septenber —- was I correct 
in understanding you? 

A. Yes. 

Q. The prosecutor asked you a^bout the housing of the 1 mates in 
the caup of Monovits, and I auote paragraph 2 of your affidavit. 

MR. KISSK0F7: If Dr. Seidl is attesting to inpaach his own witness 
the prosecution objects. 

DR. SZIDLt I should like to refresh the witness's nooory and 
afterwords put one Question to hin. 

CTX COihlSSIOSaRj Have you anything further to say ns to Hr. KinsKoff' 
objection for the record? 

DR. SSIDL: Tes. The prosecution asked the witness about the housing 

of the incatds in Camp 4, and I should now to out two sentences to the 

witness which he hlaself wrote in his affidavit about that natter. 

MR. MINSKOFF: Mr. Coonissioner, if that isn't the clearest typo 

of inpeachcent I don't know of any clearer one. 

THS CCkMISSIOKLS: I think counsel on both sides have sufficiently 

invited the Tribunal's attention to their position in regard to the 
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objection and I will ask now that the vitnees answer the euestion ao 
briefly as possible. 

DR. SalU: Witness, I will out to you what you said under paragraph 
2. “Housing in the eano of Honowitr was very good. In coroarison to 
other caupa it was extrenely pleasant." You said that you voluntarily 
signed this affidavit. Hay I os.vuce that this includes the statenents 
I Just read? 

A. Yes. 

DR. SZ.IDL: The prosecution asked you about the food. 

MR. HINSKGfT: Hr. Cooaissioner, the orosecution objects again. If 
he is going to go through the various paragraphs Of the affidavit, 
tnat will serve no purpose whatsoever except to burden the record. The 
nan has sold he signed the affidavit and It was his affidavit. On cross 
exaclnatlon by the prosecution it turned out that although he had said it 
was a good canp and better than other cocos he exolalned that it wcs not 
as g>od as the Auschwit* concentration caao of the Dachau or the Buchonwald 
concentration canp. It may hove been better than Cross Rosen or sone other 
places. How he is Just going to re/d the paragraph and say,"Did you 
say that?" '*hat is already in evidence. If he wants the witness to 
explain what he neant b it and if there is any confusion, that night 
serve sone purpose. But I can't see any purpose in reading the paragraph 
and saying, "Did you soy that freely?" 

THE CCWilSSIONER: Veil, in effect you are renewing the objection 
you already cade, Hr. Uinskoff. 

HR. Mi::S20F7: Yes, Hr. Cocnissioner. Partly that and Partly in view 
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of the auestion which cacle after the objection it now beccr.es clearer as 
to the nature of the objection being presently. 

THS CCW1ISSI0KIB: I would like you, Dr. Seidl, to sake your 
Interrogations along this line Just as brief as possible. I will not 
pass on this natter but I think there nay be scce nerit in the contentions. 

'/« don't want to waste any nore tine. 

DR. SiIDL: I shall use as little tine as possible in ny redirect 
axanination. However I shall give you some reasons why I have to put 

J 

a nunber of these sentences to the witness. Under paragraph 3 you say 
the following about the food: "Iron the uolnt of view of oaantity 
nore food was distributed at Konowitx than in any other c^iro in Gensaiy. 

By reouest of Farben every innate received a soup at the noon Deal amounting 
to half a liter." You said that you nado that statenent voluntarily. 

Toll ne this. Does that also hold true of this particular oassage reforring 
to the food? 

K Yob. 

KB. MSHOVTi Hr. Cornissioner, there night be a nunber of interlocutory 
questions we could ask frou the beginning as to who wrote those sentences 
for the witness. But as to whether each paragraph was written willingly 
there is no issue and he is asking hio, "Did you writs this oaregreoh 
willingly?" Apparently the paragraph is very confusing and he neant so*'©- 
thing quite different fron what he said. That is clear fron his testinony 
before the connistlon. But the Question whether it wis willing when it 
was given is not innortant. It's a ouestion of whether he understood 


it when he gave it 
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DR. SEIDL: Mr. Cooaissionar, Xt'e ouita obvious that between tha' 

# 

contents of this affidavit, which according to tha witness's testimony, 
was given voluntarily and tha answers ha is nov naklng to tha uroeectition, 
there is a considerable contradiction. It is tha duty of every defense 
counsel to investigate the reasons for this contradiction. 

THE CQ.HISSIOKER: I think. Dr. Seidl, you nay ask bin to explain 
the variance between what he testified in oral axaniw.tion and what is 
In the affidavit. I think if you will confine y-mr Questions to that 
will be entirely proper and possibly it will be fairly brief as well. 
Please proceed along those lines. 

DR. SEIDL: Veil X shall turn to such Questions, but I do have to 
take up a oosition with respect to the Dost inoortant points, ’fitness, 
you '/ere also asked whether there were gallows at the honowltz cano, 

*/ere these gallows used when certain executions were to take olnce or 
were they present in the carro throughout the entire tine. 

A. It wqs only there for the purpose of executions. 

Q. You said that executions were carried out in Coop 4. Is it true 
that such executions were carried ait in the case of lnnates who were 
guilty of criminal acts towards other lrcates? 

A. X don't know about any of those crlninal acts. 

Witness, you yourself were a kapo at the Auschwitz coop of 
Jarben. Did you at any tine yourself beat an inaatel 

A. Ho. 

Vase tha Eanos nrohibited froo beating lnnates! 

A. It wan forbidden, but yet it was a general practice. 
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DR. SEUIL: Mr. Coaatssionar. It's ouite obvious that between the 

• ♦ 

contents of this affidavit, which according to the witness's testinony, 
was given voluntarily and the answers he is now neking to the prosecution, 
there is a considerable contradiction. It is the duty of every defense 
counsel to investigate the reasons for this contradiction. 

THE CaiilSSICSZH: I think. Dr. Soldi, you nay cslc bin to explain 
the variance between what he testified in oral exanination and what is 
in the affidavit. I think if you will confine your ouestiops to that 
will be entirely proper and possibly it will be fairly brief as veil. 
Please proceed along those lines. 

DR. SEIDL: Veil I shall turn to ouch questions, but I do have to 
take up a position with respect to the nost inoortant points, 'fitness, 
you wore also asked whether there vere gallows at the honowitz capo. 

•fere those gallows used when certain executions were to take Place or 
were they present in the cano throughout the entire tine. 

A. It -os only there for the purpose of executions. 

Q. You sold that executions were carried out in Coop 4. Is it true 
that such executions were carried out in the case of lnnates who were 
guilty of crinInal acts towards other lnnates? 

A. I don't know about any of those crlninal acts. 

<<. Witness, you yourself were a kapo at tho Auschwitz canp of 
• T arben, Did you at any tine yourself beat an innate? 

A. No. 

km Ware the KaoOs prohibited froo beating lnnates? 

A. It was forbidden, tut yet it was a general nractico. 
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Q. Did tba SS prohibit Kanos froo beating i mate 8? 

A. Ho. 

3. In your affidavit you state that you were the Kano of Detail 
Nunbor 40. Were the inoates in your work detail driven oerticulorly 
to a greater outout of work. 

A. Ho. 

Q. Did the firn where Kapos were enployed, the Haschinenfabrik 
Augoburg-Suernborg or its Hichtceister Blau exercise any pressure on you? 

A• Ho there «s a* very favorable relationship between Hichtneistor 
diau and ayself. Dur to his ovn initiative the detail was well nanaged 
and was outside any danger. 
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Q. Witness you are saying the followin'; in your affidavit, "Hie 
speed of the uor!: at the work detail was always adapted to the physical' - 
capacities of the inmates." Is that still correct, according to what you 
know today? Or was it only’ true on the 12th of September, 191 , 7 ? 

A. It is ture, but it always depended upon the management of tho ."apo, 
or the management of any one particular cor!: detail which I mentioned be¬ 
fore. 

Q. You wore asked whether inmates were being transported 'toward 
Auschwitz along the borders of the Plant, and whether that happened twice 
or three tines a week. Was this the road which was the main ro id loading 
toward the East from Auschwit^? 

A. Yes, it was the main traffic route from ilonowit* to Auschwitz. It 
led directly along the 1.0. Plant and was called tho "I" street. 

Q. That was tho main road between Auscto/it- and Krakow, if I am correct} 
is that ture? ■ ' 

A. No, I ca-inot toll you that exactly, but at any rate it lod from 
Monowitz to Ausclrvitz. 

Q. Did you observe such transports twice or _’iree timos a woek? 

A. Of courso. 

Q. Ho" ma«y tnaatos wero on such trucks? 

A. 80 to 100 rwn, approximately. 

Q. Hoir do you ImcsT that-these innates wwo nor for instance, boing 
transferred to another concentration ca.p or to another of the liO labor 
camps belonging to Auschwitz? 

A. One would hardly have taken fatally ill ion-tea into another labor 
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S • 

9 

% • 

coop. 

V • 

Q. Witness, don't you know that in a concentration coop Auschwitz, 
as well as in the Concentration Camp of Birkenau, there were large 
hospitals, and don't you know that inmates wiio were sent to Auschwitz or 
Birkenau noro then returned to Hancs/it^ after being cured? 

A. I think there was only a very slight percentage where that was tho 
case. i 

Q. Hot? wi tn e ss , you have drawn up this affidavit on the, 12th of Sept¬ 
ember, 19U7; aro you a meabor, witnoss, of tho Association of Persecutes 
by the Nazi Iloeico? 

A. Yos. 

Q. I am not/ aslcing you, reminding you of your oath, whether su'osoquont 
to that tiao, sxtfono approached you and askod you about the contents of 
this affidavit? 

A. No. 

Q. Was it soooone from tho Association or acaobotty from the Prosooutlon? 

UR. UDSKOFl's I objoct to tho quostion. Ho forgots this is his wit¬ 
noss - this is apparently his witness, I should soy, and tho question is 
improper, obviously,* for tho reason and tho implication is ovidont. la 
it something wrong if ho spoke to tho Prosecution, and there is nothing 
at all — 

THE COillSSIOiCB: Are you objecting? 

UR. XDKKDPFt This is an improper line of cross-oxaminaticn. 

THE GOiiaSSXCSm: Arc you making a motion to striko? 


UR. HD:SK07?: Ho 
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DR. SEIDL: I havo no.further questions to tho witness, Ur. Cosnissior.cr. 

THE COlflUSSIOilQi: Is thoro any further ro-diroct cxaninatiai of tlds 
witnoss? 

!1R. UilSKOFF: ito further questions. 

THE COliilSSJ.Oiats The witnoss my be oxcuscd, 

Ur. Prosooutor, do you know if there aro ary other witnesses available 
this aftornoon? 

UR. MEJSKOFF: Yos thoro is another witnoss, Schillor,• who is appear¬ 
ing now. I bo lie vc one further after this crtaplctos it. 

THE COISUSSIOilERs You noon two noro witnesses? 

UR. imiSKOFPi Yos. 

THE COIXSSIOilER: lot's try and got then '-ono boforo half past four, 
or in caso wc cannot, no will try and take one witnoss; take tho witnoss 
who will toko tho nost tino now. 

UR. LUCKDFP: That is what wo aro doing, six. 

THE COianSSiaiERs Very noil. Bring on tho next witnoss. 

Ur. Witnoss, you will ploaso raise your right hand, stato you noao. 

TOE iflTifEGSt I, Guonthor Schillor. 

TOE COLOSSI CCER: And repeat this oath after.- ^ 

I swear by God, tho Almighty and tho CBniscicnt, that I will spoak tho 
puro truth, and will withhold and add nothing. 

(Tho witnoss ropoatod tho oath.) 

THE CdllSSIO'.SR: Tho witnoss taay bo seated. 

For your convenience, Ur. ’litnass, please note that boforo you thoro 
two lights. Ono is yollow and tho other is rod. When the yellow 
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light flashes, that ccans that you are speaking too rapidly and you 
should reduce your snood. The rod light ncans that you should stop 
talking until you arc directed to proceed. You arc perfectly free to 
testify fully and conplctoly as to any questions that arc asked you, but 
you are also requested to nakc your answers as hrief and responsible to tho 
questions as possible. In tho event that a question seens to you not fully 
developed, there isovory chance that coimsol 'rill ask another question 
that 'fill clear it up. 

I think that is all. You nay proceed. Dr. Hath. 

DIRKT EXAiaHATitt! 

OCBW BR SCHILLER 

BY DR. HATH: (Counsol for tho dofondant Ilgacri) 

Q. Hr. Schiller, would you ploaso give no your full nano and your 
prosont place of rosidcnco, for tho record? 

A. Ify nano is Guenther Schiller, Uoinhoiu, Dergstrasso. 

Q. Kr. Schillor you have drawn up an affidavit on the Uth of liarch, 

19U8. 

THZ C01S JSSIOili Counsol, aay I ask, - I have assumed that Jr, Sc'.uLllcr 
is Goman, that is correct, is it? 

DR. HATH' Yes. 

THE COiilSSiaiER: to say proceed. 

BY DR. HATH: 

Q. This is ELgnor Dccuswnt Ho. 109 which bears Exhibit Ho. 116. Is 
your affidavit beforo you? 

A. los. 
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Q. Do you have anything to a-id or change with respect to this affi¬ 
davit? 

A. Ho. 

DR. NATH: Tho witness is available to the Prosecution for cross-ex¬ 
amination. 

THE CO. USSiO 5H: T ho Prosocuticn aay cxrxdno. 

CROSS EXAiiDlATIOii 
OOEfTHER SCHILLT. 

BY IBS. KAUFIWG!* 

tiro. Knufttum for tho Prosecution. 

Q. Hon in your affidavit. Hr. Schiller, which is Ilgnor Exhibit 110, 
you discus sod a trip to tho Far East which aado ty tho dofcmlant Ilgnor 
in tho sunaor of 193li. You Joined Ilgnor on that trip in tho fall of 
193U; isn't that corroot? 

A. Yos. 

Q. Ho" you state in your affidavit that tho Far East trip hod no 
connection with propaganda or ospionagu. Had you over know tho dofondont 
Ilgnor to ongago in propaganda or^ospionago? 

A. No. 

Q. What was your Job in 1933, Itr. Jitaossf 

A. In 1933 I "as Dr. Ilgnor's assistant. 

Q. No" when Ivy Leo was called to (fcnaany 'ey tho dofendant Ilgnor, . 
it was you who took Ivy Loo to see Hitler; isn't that so? 

ER. HATH: I objeot. The naao Ivy lee does not bcccno apparont from 
tho affidavit. Tho question of the Prosecution, in cy opinion, is not 
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justified. I object. 

THE COxlJSSIOIEI: Perhaps, Mrs. Kaufmann, it might be woll for tho 
record if you i'll! identify Lvy Lee. I am suro ho is in tho record in 
other places, but for tho purpose of this examination. 

IKS. ICAUFFIAHU: Ivy Lao is tho Anariera Public Rotations export who 
was called to Gcruony by tho defendant Ilgncr in 1933, and who prepared 
a program Trt-ich was subsoquontly oarriod out by Ilgnor and Far bon and 
other orgaaixatiaia, 

THE C0iD2S3!:ai:Ks iy idea was you would havo tho witness say soncthing 
about who Ivy Loo 's. 

»®S. KAUFF/Aia'i I hod no intention of hero introducting evidonee into 
the record concerning Ivy Loo, because I bolievo tho record contains 
considorablo evidonoo on that subject. Hoover, if you think it doslrablo 
Ur. Coemiasiojwr, I will bo glad to do that, 

THE COn JSSIGirJl: Woll I 'rill lot you proceed in tho way you think 
most appropriate, its. Kaufmann. 

You aro Making an objoctiai, aro you Counsellor? 

DR. HATH: Yos. 

THE CO lilSSIOilEP.t What is tho grounds of your objection? 

DR. HATH: Th 0 cors3 examine ti<m can only ref or to tho contents of tho 
affidavit before us. From this affidavit tho nano Ivy Loo does not ap¬ 
pear, nor is there any connoction whatsoever with tho sub joe t of Ivy Uo. 

THE CQJIIISSIO.ir.: I think it is probably a preliminary question. Dr. 
Hath. Your object..on will bo in tho record. 

IKS. KAUFF. All!: I should llko to state in roply to that objection, 
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Hr. Comissicncr — 

THE COKJSSiaiSRi Pleaso do. 

!RS. KAUFr'AlIU* Tho witness has stated in his affidavit that tho 
dofondant Hgncr did not ongago in espionage or propaganda activitios in 
his trip in tho For East, and tho witness has also sto.tod that ho has 
novor kner./n the defendant Hgnor to eng ago in propaganda octivitics. I 
think that tho quostion which is now diroctod to tho \ fitness in connootion 
with Ivy Leo rolatcs to tho credibility of tho witness, first on tho 
quostion cf his interpretation of tho tern "propaganda" and aocondly, 
on his gonoral credibility. 

THE COLuiXSSZOirSl: I don't think tho witness signifiod that ho know 
who you tforo tailing about. !b hasn't orunrerod tho quostion. 

!ES. KAOFlUUBIt Very well, tho vitnoss aay answer tho last question. 

THE COi j JSSiatUi: Since quite a bit has been said after tho question 

• I 

has boon put, uay I ask that it bo ropeatod? 

BY IPS. KAUTFLIAini: 

Q. Ik*. Witness, when Ivy Loo was called to Gomany by tho dofondant 
Ilgnor it was you who took hin to sco Hitler; isn't that so7 

A. Yes, I took Ivy Loo to Hitlar. 

Q. And it was tho dofondant Ilgnor who roquestod you to arrange for 
that mooting; isn't that also truo? 

A. Yos. 

Q. H 0 w isn't it true that on tho trip to tho For East, Ilgnor under¬ 
took to ostablish batter relations between tho leaders of the Foroign 
Organization of tho Host Party in tho Far East, and not only I. G. 
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Agenda ttorOj bvri also Ocraan airchanta in the Far E*st. 

A. Ho, 
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6 liny 48-24-1—A-“*H-stci«c\rt (Raalcr) 

ccLUo6ion no n 

3. Now isn't it true ttat Ilfjjor brought together tho Chairaon of 
the German Associations in the Par East,' and the Country and District 
Leaders of the Foroign Organization of the Nazi Party and tried to induce 
then to collaborate? 

1 '/henover Dr. Ilgicr sai/ that there wore conflicts botwcon industry 
and tho Party, and i#>cro such conflict endangered Go roan trade, ho tried to 
change that situation. 

ij. Now my question to you naa uhether or not it uas true that Il©ior 
brought together tho Cfrurr.cn of the German Associations in tho Far East 
and tho Country Lcadors of the Forcigi Organization of tho Nazi Party and 
triod to induco thee to collaborate? 

A. It was not necessary to b.ing theu together bocauso they know 
each other anyway. If occasionally ho arrangod a Booting bottwen nos bors 
of industry end aenbors of tho .>arty, he actod in tho aonso I stated before. 
Ho triod to bring about an understanding between thoso two agoncios. Ho 
wanted Gera n trado in tho countries concerned not to be impaired. 

Q. Now in connection with tho last series of cucstiono, lir. ‘fituoss, 

• 

I show you Prosecution Document narked NI 9511, which will be introduced 
as Prosocution's Exhibit 2351. This is an affidavit signod and s'/orn to 
by yourself, lir. '.fitness, and I diroct your attention to an itoa under No. 

7 in which you stato: "In the last merer of 1934, Ilpior went on ids big 
trip through East Asia, and sooc months Later I followed to act as escort. 
Dr. Ilgncr on his om initLativo ula at pains on this Jovrncy to establish 
bettor relations between t:» representatives of tho foreign organization 
and tho German uorch'nts abroad". I ask you, docs that refresh your 
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recollection that Ugnor attempted to establish bettor relations between 
tho representatives of tho foreign organizations end the Gorman racrchurts, 
on his trip in tho Far East? 

A. The 30 ainutes arc not in contradiction with what I said before* 

I said that thoso conferences only served tho purpose of promoting Gern-n 
foreign trade and not to ham it. 

Q. Now in your affidavit you stato that this is Hgpcr's Exldbit 

110, I ra now talcing about. You state that on- 

DR. haTHz 109 , isn't it? v* 

LRS. KaUFLANH: It is Exidbit 110, I will say tho Docuacnt roforred 
to is Exhibit 110. 

DR. NaTH: No, Exhibit 116, Il^Kr Docuaont 109. 

TIE CCU-ISSIONER: 116 is tho way I havo tho exhibit. 
j-RS. KaUAuKKi Porir.ps I can go on ;dth tho questions .*nd then »ro can 
correct tho record, 

THE COLLJSSlOHSt: Yes. 

BY Lila. K..UFUNU: 

W- Now you stated that cn Ilgnor's trips to South America you know 
that ho did not ongage in espionage or propaganda; is th 4 .t corroct? 

... Yes. 

0. You did not accoapany. Ilgior on Ids trip to South Aracrioa, did you? 
A. No. 

q. Did you participate in tho preparations for that trip? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Now you rcccivod re.torts froo Schuartc who accompanied Ilgnor 
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COlLJoSIOil HO H 

concerning t»i*t trip; isn't tint :»? 

A. Yes. 

!• Did you see the report of Sclnnrto which ho sent in J-jwnry of 
1937 to the foreign office in vdiic'n lx* discussed Ilpicr's proposals for 
influencing public opinion in South .inerica? 

A. I do not know that doc ire; it. 

4. I show you raosecv.Llon 1 o Sxiabit 790, which is HI 070. Tils 
, is the letter free ScN girj yto tiio ?orei®i Office containing those 

w" 

proposals, end I ask you whether this refreshes your recollection tlut 
tiiat nos Schwarts's letter transmit ting lifter's proposals to t!» Foreign 
Office for incluoncing public opinion in South America? 

A. I do not know this document, but looking at the index on F.’.; ( e 1, 
I can see that this i-erely concerns proposals in roferonco to cconaiic 
events,- 

w. hr. 'Witness, you ;joro nskod .. cucstion ->s to whothor this letter 
rofreshod your rocollcction concerning a report sent by Sohtmrte. Doos 
tlxis lettor refresh your recollection conccr.iing such a ropoit? 
a. Ho. I do not fcio-.: abort this report. 

({. Now you talk abort Ilg'.or's attitude toward National Soci.-j.ioja. 
Isn't it true, that Ilgnor zafsusly exerted hiasolf to secure {pud 
relations with the II a si Party? 

A. Yes, but only pro:..ted b; tin point of view of industry'. 

UES. K.A>/.ia».: I hovo no furtbar .uestions. 

TIE COLIIoSlONEK: Is thero furt :«r re-direct? 
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CCi_JSaIGK itj II 

% 

K3-DKZCT HjL I^TIMi 
at. Class’. XiJLIER 

ar D.i. iiATH: 

i.. Wr. ochiller, you wore -'.Led .-.bout Ivy Loe. YoU sc.id that you 
took Ivy Lee to Hitler? 

At Yes. 

7as t:«at in accordance vith Ivy Leo's personal wish; did he 
want to lake Hitler's acquaintance? 

A. Yes. • > 

•i» Is it a fact ttv.t lienor, in order to fulfill Ivy Leo's request, 
asl-.ed you to arrange it for hirt? 

A. Yes. 

Furtl'.ornore, yov were :xJ;od, and a passago of your affidavit, was 
cited whieh you gave t£ tlx Prosocuticr., about a conference vhich nis 
arranged by Dr. Ilgier between the Clairacn of Demon Associations end 
Agencies of tlx 40-the Foroi^i OrfpBisation of tlx Party. ily question is 
ti\is: Did these efforts of Dr. I!;;:er have anything to do with any 
propaganda for national Socialieu or any espionage activities? 

A. Not in the least, neitlxr propaganda nor ospionago. 

DR. NATO: lir. Coevdssionor, for the record, I uuat stato that I oust 
reserve the right to perlr.po cross oncainc Dr. Schiller on the affidavit 
wliich has Just been sukriittcd. 

TilS COL.XiSIOHSR: \lh ich affi<tvit arc you referring to? 

• 

D»l. H..TK: This Is KI S5'l, boding Exhibit No. 2352. 

I have no further fixations. 


ljres 
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6 liay Z*8-2A-5-A-AEH-Stewart (Racier) 

co&jssioh NO n 

THE COMUISSIONES: Is there any further re-direct examination. 

Dft. BaCHBl, I should like to take the sane reservation with respect 
to that document on behalf of Dr. Aschcnatter, who was unable to attend here. 
THE COUmsSICtlEJl: Very noil, the record will slow it. 

Lots. KrtUF—'iiN: The Prosecution can see no reason why the witness 
cannot be cross-examined with respect to that affidavit at the present 
time. The affidaw: has been submitted to the Defense and is now in 
evidence. 

THE COUklSSIOHEM: Hou long si;>co the affidavit,- this new one, — how 
long since that was submitted to tho Defense? 

uRb. KnUFwANN: Just in tho course of these proceedings. 

TliE CGhklSSlOfiER: I know it is a fairly substantial docuuont, .nd if 
there is to be cross-examination I do not know, — it is only two pagos, 
isn't it? 

UHS. KaUFi jOSh: I bol’.ovo you have the wrong document. It is a four 
or five page document. 

THE COUJiSlCWER: I boliovo for any substantial cross-examination, — 

I don't bolievo counsel has lud the opportunity to scrutinize it so as to 

toll Just what they want to talk about. It would bo hotter if wo could 

• • 

cross-examine now, Dr. Hath. Do you think it is impossible to cross-examine 
now, on this matter? 

DR. NATH: Ur. Canndssionor, your motives are mine; your reasons are 
nine. I am seeing the <k>cva>ont for tho first time now, and it is very 
extensive. I merely want fco rosorvo tho right, per heps if I consider it 
necessary, to c enduet cross-examination. As soon as I have road tho document 
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COURT VI CASE VI 

6 May A8-24-6-A-AEH_stewart (rfcziler) 

ODliilSSION NO U 

I shall imow. 

THE CC h i- T oSlONZR: Very ;«11, Dr. Nath. 

LRS. KaOFUWNs The Prosecution would prefer not to havo the right 
allowed to be deferred indefinitely. Perhaps he can state the tine, and 
state whether or not he intends to cross examine with respect to this 
document. 

THE COliJSSIOHSR: That sccus reasonable. Can you nako a tino certain 
when you wish to cross-exanino? 

DR. Halfit Mr. Commissioner, as to that, according to tho Tribunal's 
ruling, all exa m i n ations nust bo concluded by Wednesday, I think that 
by Monday, at tho latest, wo could conduct such a cross-examination. 
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6 May 4S-A-SK_25-1-Lconard (3«=ler) 
Court 6, Ceao 6 - Coosission 2 


THS CCMMISSIOHER: I understand that there cay possibly bo another 
hearing toaorrow. Would y~u be urailablo at that tine? 

EH. HATH: As far as I understood Schiller corroctly, ho has to loavo 
in a hurry. 

THE CCMMISSIOHER: When? 

IS* HATH: I think ho's in a hurry. That's how I un dorstood hln. 

I boliovo that you're nistakon bceauao I aoroly rosorrod tho right for 
formal reasons. I aa not at all suro whothor I will conduct the croos 
oxaainati-n but, at any rato, I will toll tho prosocution if I do so 
deoido as quickly aa possible. 

THE COMMISSIONS: All right. Mrs. Kaufnann? 

MRS. KAUMARH: Ho further consent. 

THE CCKMISSIOJGR: Any further oxaaination of this vitnoss? Proeo - 
cution7 Hof 

MRS. KA-JXAKH: Ho further oxaninati-n. 

THE COWISSIOH33: Dofcnso? 

Tho Vitnoss is oxcuccd; 

Is thoro another witness? 

DR. GATHER (Dofonso Counsol for dofon'ant Aobros): With tho permission 
of tho Tribunal I should llko to call tho vitnoss Ullttka. 

THE CCMMISSIOHSH: Will you bring tho witness in, Mr. Marshal? 

Counsel do y«u think jnu will bo ablo to finish your oxmination V 
half past four? 

IB. GATHER: Tos, as far as X an concornod I will bo Tory briof. 

HZRBERT ULITZKA, a witness, took tho stand and tostifiod no follcvs: 
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6 Kay 4^31C25-2.-Locnard (Stole*j 
Court 6, Cq 3C 6 - Co=oissi''n 2 


THE CCWMISSIOTSt! Mr. Witnoss, you will rniso y-ur right hand and 
stato y'ur nano. 

?3Z VITHESS: I, Sortert Ulltzko. 

THL CCWMISSIOlEfi* Bopont this oath after so. I svoar by God, tho 
Alcighty nd (tanisciont, that I will speak tho puro truth and will with¬ 
held and add n-thing. 

(Tho witnoso ropeatod tho "ath.) 

lou nay bo ooatod. 

Tho witnoss is with tho dofonso. 

DISECT EXAHMATICH 

BY DP. C-ATKEH: 

Q. Witnoss, w-uld y*u ploaso st*to y-ur full nano for tho roc'-rd? 

A. Horbort Ulitzka. 

0. Vbnt is yur profession. 

K I "n a certifiod engineer. 

Q. Y~u h-vo drown up an affidavit, D-cuaont OA 423, Pocunont Book 
4A of Otto Aabres, Goman text pago 54. This affidavit boaro tho date 
of 14 August 1S47. Havo you get that affidavit bof'ro y.'U? 

A. Yos. 

Q. Havo you anything to add to this affidavit? Ib you want to chango 
It? 

A. Ho. Only for tho sako of eorroetnoss I night stato I was tho 
hoad *f tho Works Conbino Brichta-Bardubitski, but tho fira of Brichta 
soon loft and tho fins Bnrdubitxki was alono activo at Auschwit*. 

Q. Thank you vory nuch. 
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6 May 43-jLloV-25-3Jk>*nnrd (Haalor) 

Court 6, Caso 6 - Cosaission 2' 

I • 

^ - » 

I only havo a few questions with rospcct to tho way ym phrasod your 
affidavit. You said In tho fovxth paragraph of y-ur affidavit that you 
had boon In pdssossion of a pass which gavo you tho right to ln3poct 

corps. You wont on to say that such Inspections extended to C^ps 

# ^ 

II, III and V. 

A. Yos. 

li. Vforo you In possosslon of a'pass to lnspoct Cnnp IV? 

A, Mo. I oust stato that this pass did not actually ontltlo no 
to an Inspection of tho ca=p ltsolf. It wasn't Issuod to m_for thrt 
purp *so hut It was noroly Issuod to bo for tho purpmo of chocking tho 
food which was distributed ao-'rg tho workers. In tho caso ~t C«pp IV, 

I did not rocoivo a pass.' I wasn't *uiprisod ^Wt that bocauso an far 
ao I knew Coap IV was always under tho Jurisdiction of tho SS. 

Q. Aa I corroct In understanding you th"t yu noon to say that era 
noodod a apodal pass which w uld hwro ontltlod a dvillan t« visit Cr*ap 
IV and that that pass was go nor ally not glvon V civilians? 

A. That is tho only way that I can explain that. 

Q. Th ft nk y»u vory ouch. 

Only mo nmo question. A few linos down yu nay that Cnnp. IV was 
cmsldorod to ho tho "Canp of Bopo" for concentration emp lnantoo. Whnt 

oxactly did you scan to oxproso by that? What did you underctnnd that 

* 

to moan? * 

A. I coployod on ixuiate as an onglnoor within tho sphoro f ray cm- 

• • 

struction placos. This ongincor was asslgnod to bo by tho labor offico of 
tho Yerbon plant upon ay- roquoot. Thoro was a scarcity «f ongincora in ray 
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6 May 48-~A-SV-25-4 . Tc onard (Rfclor) 

Court 6, Caso 6 - Cocnissien 2 

dopnrtnont and in-that nnnnor I rccoivcd si^p^rt. As far aa I con 

rcecnbcr, thla lnaato was a Jew. c«so fron Hounania. Whilst it was 
• • • 
prohibited gonorally to convcrso with lnontos I did havo an opportunity 

to tallc to thla lnaato bocauso he woriced in a little engineering cflico 
of nino, whore I often had dealings with hie. I used hla for drawings 
and confutations, otc,, and I had to nnko a nuabor of explanations to hin 
in that rogard. On r ne occasion I aokod hin whothor ho likod his work 
at tho construction place and whether the lnnatos proforrod working at 
the construction placos to tho concentration caap ltsolf. Thoroifon 
tho lnoato said in reply to ay question that tho incates likod tho work 
at tho construction slto and th «t that was truo in his caso particularly, 
bocauso ho found that I offered-hin a nuobor of alloriations of hla let, 
particularly oioco he was ablo to continue working In his prefosoion. 

In addition , thoepinion was hold anong tho lnaatos that in Coap IV they 
had a cortain possibility to show thoir worth and that thoy could thoro 
bo used in thoir profession. K-'rooror, thoy folt nuch froor at tho con¬ 
struction placos than in tho concentration carp. That is approxioatoly 
tho sonso of tho words as thoy wore pron~uncod by this innnto, 

Q, Than yu 6° on to say in a lator paragrrqjh that tho labor cosmit- 
mont of tho lnaatos was dlroctcd by tho l&or offico of Far bon. H«w is 
that to bo understood and what do you soan by tho oxproosion "dlroctod"? 

A. Tho labor cocsaltnont andjd.1 tho othor oafloyaont of othor workoro 
- for instanco, foreign voters - w^s-handlod by this offico. Tho firns 
sont thoir roquosts to this labor offico according to tho urgoncy of tho 

work to bo dono. Fron tino to tino, urgent orders ease which domondod 
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6 May 48-lA-ISV-25-S- I oonard (Baalor) 
Court 6, Caao 6 - Commission 2 


a largor concentration of workers. In thogo caaos thoso firms turnod 
to tho office and aakod for soso supplementation to tholr nnnpovor. 

This office had to decide whether thia request ty tho firms was Justified 
cr cot. As far as I knew, tho priority ~f tho individual oonatructiona 
was always usod as a standard for that doclsion. 

Q» Wcro tho availablo worke-s thon moroly asslgnod to tho various 
firms? 

A. -os, that is h~v it was. X can't im-gino any other situation. 

Q. Finally, I havo «no more quostion bocauso in ono of tho last 
paragraphs, on pa/o 56 of tho docment hook, you mention a "naturally 
email output" of tho insatos. Vhat did you moan to oxproes by that? 

What was it you inrglnod whon you said that "naturally they only had 
a small output of work"? 

A. Tho inoatos woro mostly ccployod on masso and had nrstly no 
skill md, of o'urso, they w^to forcod workors. That is whet X sunnt 
when I said "naturally". Perhaps ono or another among then w^ro not 
intorostod in bringing about a particularly high output, ono must show 
undorot-nding for that. 

Q. Vas this naturally snail output which, if I understood you 
corroctly, was duo to tho fact that thoso woro not ski Hod workors and 
that thoy woro forcod workers, takon into Cbsidorati-n? 

A. It was obvi-us that non who workod o nstantly at tho obstruc¬ 
tion sito, for instanco, tho foroaon wh' thoasolvos had tc suporvlso 
and who had to stato what was to bo dono at tho construction site, 

whenevor they woro sufficiently humno took that matter into consideration. 
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6 Hay 49-i-SV_25-6-Iooaard (Saslor) 

Court 6j Caso 6 - Cocnission 3 

I think that I can atato - at leaat on behalf of ny flrn - that wo 
always took that natter int« consideration and that wo novor rcaortod 
to any noasuros in ordor to incroaao the output which I said was natural¬ 
ly far lowor than nomal output. Naturally, on our part, ondoavors woro 
nado to bring about a higior output of work. Wo tried at loaot to 
aaintain a reasonablo output of work. In ny affidavit I oxplainod 
tho caso of tho force an Mitteann, tho rosult of which I convinced 
nysolf of aftorwards. It wan this foronan's point of viow, ns I con- 
sidorod it natural nysolf, that If ono inprovos tho s^cifti conditions 
and tho work conditions of thoso workers, ono could also incroaao tho 
output. Ho actually did euccood in tint. 

Q. Was tho output frm tho very boginning fixod at a lowor por- 
contago? 

A. Yos. In tho c^so of lnnatos wo oxpoctod that thoy should turn 
out an output «f 30jC to 60^ of nonaal output. Tho work by tho lnnatos, 
h'wovor, had to bo paid by tho *h-\ff. They wero paid by tho firno, 
through larbon. Tho fire in turn sottlod with tho concontrntion conp 
coBsandor, 

Q. That was calculatod in that nannor, was it? 

A. Y oc. Wo, tho fIras, had to pay for a nonaal output and, no 
I said before, wo ''nly 6ot 30jf to 50$ of that output. 

Q. But wasn’t tho individual worker roquirod to bring about a 
nonaal output? 

A. *oll, it was qulto natural for ua that thoao persona could not 
bo asked to put out any noro w-irk. H^st ->f then had novor boon manual 
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& Hay 48-lJSV-25-7-Lo-nard (Bailor) 
Court 6, Crbo 6 . Cosaiaglon 2 


workers bofero. 

Q. Oao concluding Vacation. Youwcro not a ncober of Y^rton? 
A, Ho, I was not a senior of Tartan. 

Q. Th*nk y"u vory nuch. Ho further quoationa. 

THE CCMMISGIOHESi Tho proaocutlon nay procood with tho croon 

% 

cxHsloAtlon^ 


> 
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6 May 1948—A-MSD-26-1-Ml11s (Ranler) 

Court VI, Case VI COMMISSION II 

< Mr. Witness, you Just testified on direct examination 
about this Jewish Innate whon you got to know while you wero 
working at I.G. Faroes *uschwitz. You stated that he was 
very satisfied with his condition In I.Q. Auschwitz. Now, 

Mr. Witness, do you know what happened to that Jewish Inmate? 
Was he still well off at I.G. Auschwitz? 

A Only aftor the end of the war, after I returned, I 
road in the newspapers that human belnjs wore oolng gassed 
at Auschwitz. 

h That wasn't the question I asked. The quest'on I asked 
was, In this particular nan whom you got to know what haD^nod 
to him? 

A No, I don't know. I had misunderstood your question 
oo fo ro. 

4 You don't know whether or not he was gassed, do you? 

A No, I don't know that. 

■A “ow, you tostlfied, Mr. Wltnoss, that civilians couldn't 
get passes to go into the Concentration Camp Monowitz whore 
the I.G. Far'oen inmates lived, In order to supervise the food. 
Now, do you know a man named 4 urzlnger? 

A No, I don't know hln. Hero again I must stato that I 
don't know chat civilians didn't recelvo that permissionJ 
I can only deduce that from the fact that I never received a 
pas6 fro that camp IV, 'he processes were changed. §oraetlmos 
we rocoived a pass for one ce*.p and another time a pass for 
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6 May i94e-A-HS w -26-2-MUl6 (naoler) 
Court VI, Case Vi COtf.ISSTON II 


another. But I never received a pass for Camp 4. 


4 rt urzlnger «as a nan in charge of the food, an I.G. 

Faroen man, having a similar function and a similar lnterost 
you had. You would know of a man of that type. He was right 
In Monovltz supervising the food. 

DR. GATHER; Objection. Since the witness already that ho 
doesn't know Wurringer all furtner quest*ons are quite super¬ 
fluous. 

HR. KINSKOF**: Ye'll withdraw that quest'on. *'ow, Mr. 
Witness, in your affidavit you mentioned that in ordor to 
lncrer e tho efficiency of tho prisoners, the concentration camp 


Inmates, which was naturally a poor one, the I.G. building 
management envisaged all possible alleviations for them, and 
opecial allowances In the fora of shortened working hours 
end so fortji wore granted. Now, on the same pago you glvo 
as an Illustration a thirty man detail of thirty prlsonoro 
for whom you secured dally special meals ^nd you j ylnt out 
In your affidavit that as a result that particular detail, 
on thler own initiative, produced on output which was hardly 


over surpassed by a civilian worker. wow, «r. J ltnoss, If 


It W86 possible to increase an output, which you Just testi¬ 
fied was 30 to 50 psreont, merely by giving moro food, to 
one hundred or more than one hundred percent, as you say hero, 
can you state why they didn't give more food to the rest 
of the inmates? 


15791 


V 


6 Kay 1948-A-MS D- 26- 3-HI11 s (Ramler) 

Court VI, Cpse VI COIUilSSTOH IT 

A Did you finish your question? 

% 

* Yes, have • you understood me? 

A * 08 , for a long time none ef us had enough to oat at 
Auschqitz, ospecially at first. Ther German workers complained 
about tho food, particularly about the amount of food they 
were given. I must say that whenever ft large construction 
site is started, a great number of difflcutlies have to be 
surmounted at first. 3ut I oan say in good faith that 
Feroon tried to do everything in their power in order to 
improve the social conditions as far as possible. I know 
that when wo had to go through difficult work processes, for 
lnst*»nco pouring of concreto, and so forth— 

"r. Witness, now the quostion that I put to you was 
aole to bo answered far more simply than that. I asked if, 
os you stpto in your affidavit, it was posslblo to bring tho 
output of inmates to 100 percent and oven more than one 
hundred percent, merely by giving them more food, how do you 
account for tho fact that throughout, ns you testified, their 

afflcioncy was only 30 to 50 percent? Is it bocauso they 

• • 

didn't get onough food? ( 

A No. Naturally it was Important how these \nmatos wero 
omployod. The case I mentioned in ray affidavit w PB tho dig¬ 
ging of a trench which was suporvlsod by ono foreman. This 
was a sewerage tronch find it load from Cprap 1. Thl6 
trench had to be dug as quickly as possible. The foreman 
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6 May 1948-A-MSD-26-4—Mllle (Ramler) 

Court VI, Crse VI 

supplied one meal per day to these men in addition to what 
they received from the funds of the figures. He added this 
amount of food and moreover he treated them very well and thet 
Is the only way he could finish that trench In time. 

3 *nd as a result of the good treatment and the extra 
meal the inmate output became 100 percent "or better, isn't 
that right? 

A Yea, the output became normal at any rate. 

MR. HTNSKOFF; ‘hank you very much. *o further 
questions. 

THE COililSSTOHER: Is there any further redirect-examinatlon? 

• 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

DR. GATHER; Apparently It hadn't been clarified why the 

work output was fixed at a lower rate than the normal rate. 

Would you ploase once more explain that? 

MR. MIN8K0FF; *he prosecution objects to that question. 

*ho rodlrect exaralnat'on should preporly oe limited to matters 

raised on the cross-examination and as to why thoy put the 

( 

Inmate porforraanco at a lower rate w ft6 not inquired Into 
and Is not part of the cross-examination. It's merely going 
back into his affidavit once more. 

DR. GATHER: I shall rephrase my question. Witness, you 
wero Just interrupted, oy the prosecution. Won't you pi :aso 
finish the answer which you started with respoct to tho food 
that was distributed? 
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6 May 1948-A-MSD-26-5-lIille (Ramler) 

Court VI, Case VI 

A Would ou please put the question to me onco more? * 

DR. .WITHER; The question *»as, how the output in that 
special detail cano up to the normal output. 

A I mention that as a result of good troatmont and as 
a result o * additional meals which this foreman gavo those 
workers from the funds of the firm, and as a result of other 
alleviations which are not mentioned In tnls case, these 
men managed to coma up to a normal rate of output. 

DR. GATHER: In that connection I want to ask you this. 

Was it at all times and everywhere possible to bring about a 
normal oy treating lnmatos in that way as you have described? 

MR. M T NSKOFF : Objection. 

THE CO', HISS’ONER; Are you making an objection? 

MR. M T NSKOFF : *es sir. 

THE COi{HISS T ONER; Stato It ple»se. 

MR. ilTNSXOFF: 'ho prosecution oojaots to the question 
becauso It doals with completely other subjects as to whothor 
It's possible for other persons to havo alee glvon better 
food and hotter treatment. H 0 has testified very cloraly 
both on cross-examination and redirect examination that with 
better food and with better treatment you may have one hundred 
percent performance. How he Is go»ng into a now flold as to 
whether he knows if it was possible for othor persons to also 
got better food and better treatment and that is not even part 
of the direct. 
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6 Hay 1946-A-Ms^-26-6-Mllls (Ronler) 

Cou t VI, Cr.se VI, COMMISSION II 

THE COMMISSIONER: I will ask the witness tc answer that 
question as briefly a6 possible please. 

DR. GATHER: You .nay reply. 

• A The case I Just mentioned occurred at the beginning. 
That was In 1943. It may even have been at the beginning 
of 1942. At that time Xapos sometimes were still beating 
inmates at the construction site. It may have happened that 
at the time I *-88 not at the site, an inraute was beaten by 
some employee of ray firm — by some foreman. I mean to say 
by that, that pprticularly In the Initial stagee of the 
-ork, a more humane treatment often contributed to bringing 
about a special output, dut of course you cm h»ar the fore¬ 
man Mittnann about that matter and he will be glad to conflra 
It. 

«* lly final question la tnle. Was this method which you 
explained with respect to that particular case basically 
atflver? for? 

A No, it couldn t basically oe used because it wasn't 
easy to obtain additional food from the firms. We could 
only base ourselves upon what was approved to us by Farbon 
upon request. 


13795 


6 Hay-A-IL-27-l-Schwab (Int. Rsmlcr) 
Court VI Case VI COUflSSION NO. 2 


TOE COMMISSIONER: Don't you think the question has been answered, 
counsol? 

DR. GATIER: U:t him finish the last sentence*.* Go ahead* 

WITNESS: In this particular case the foreman hiasolf suggested 
that these additional foodstuffs bo given, apart from Ferben. 

# 

DR. TRABANDT (Counsel for dcfondant Duorffcld): Mr. Corraissioncr, 
one moro question to »*»ich tho witness may reply with two words. Tho 
whole thing will not take longer than three-quarters of a minute. 

THE COifclSSIONER: Hnvo you stated your namo for tho record? 

DR. TRABANDT: Trabandt for Duorrfold. 

TOE COMMISSIONER: Very wo11. 

BY DR. TRABANDT: 

Q You said that two reasons wore decisive for tho incroaso of tho 

output by that special do tail. Ono: Good and dccont treatment by tho 

• . 

psychologically ablo fonaon; and tho incroaso in rations. 

What in your opinion was the main, decisivo reason why the output 
incroasod? Was it tho first, or tho latter? Was it tho bettor troatmont 
of tho incroaso in rations? 

A It is very difficult for me to reply to that, but I think that 
both those demerits may have been of importance. 

Q Thank you very much. 

I hevo no further qaestions. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Further re-croos? 

MR. IDNSKOFF: No further questions. 
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6 Hcv*-A-IL-27-2-Schwsb (Int. Raaler) 

Court VI Case VI COtlUSSION NO. 2 

% 

l 

THE COUQSS1CNER: Any further cxaain?.tion of this witness? ... 
Tho id tress is excused. (Witness excused) 

A ro there any further id tresses? 

HR. HINSKDFFi I believo not, sirt 

THE COJ4GSSIONER: This hearing will recess until further notico. 
(C omission No. 2 recessed until firthcr notice at 1635 hours, 

6 Hay 1946.) 
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COURT VI CASE VI 
7 May 48-l-l-4i-AEH-4iills (Racier) 


Official Transcript of iliiitary Tribunal VI, dasc VI 
in the natter of the United States of America, against 
Carl Krauch, et *1, defendants, sitting at Nuernberg, 

Gemany, on 7 liay 1940, Justice Shake presiding. • 

THB-uARSHaL: Persons in the Court Room will please find their seats. 

The Honorable, the Judges of liilitary Tribunal VI. Military Tribunal VI 

is now in session. God save the United States of America and this 

Honorable Tribunal. There will be order in the Court. 

THE rRBSlDH.T: Make your announcement, Mr. Marshal. 

THE MARSHAL: Hay it please X©ur Honors, all the defendants are present 

save the defendants Haefliger and Itoerlein absent due to illness and 

* 

defendant Schneider excused. 

THE PRESIDENT: Are there any announcements from counsel for tlvo 
defendants? Anything frcn the ..rosecution? The Tribunal will rule on 
a few natters. Yesterday morning, when wo passed upon objections to the 
introduction of documents in the Prosecution's Book 92 containing documents 
offored on rebuttal, wo discovered tliat setae of the notions had not cone 




to our attention. He shall non finijh the rulings with respect to tl» 
admission of tho prosecution's documents in its Book 92. Exhibit 215/., 

e • • 

2172, 2175, 2176, 2177, 2184, 21C5, 2186, 2187 , 2168, 2189, and 2190, are 
stricken from the evidenco. Eriiibit 2173 is admitted into evidenco. 

He shall also rule on tho objections contained in the transcn.pt of 
the proceedings of the commission, in part. The objection found on page 
4653 of the English transcript is overruled. The objection on page 5013 
of the transcript is sustained. The objection found on pages 5496 to 5698 
of the transcript is overruled. The objections on pages 5504 to 5506 of 

pages 6849, 6051, 









COURT VI CASE VI 
,7 May 48-1-2-U-AEH-iuiis (gamier) 


and 6852 of the transcript are overruled. The objection on page 6$7A 
of the transcript is sustained. The objection on page 6976 of the 
transcript is sustained. The objection on page 6977 of the transcript 
is outlined. The objections on pages 7925 and 7928 of the transcript 
are each overruled. The objection on page 9294 of the transcript is 
sustained. The objection on page 929C of the transcript is overruled, 
and the objection on pages 9301 and 9302 of the transcript is sustained. 
The objections on pages 9310, 9:40, 9352 and 9353, 9356, 9363 and 9365 
are each separately and severally overruled. Th»t is as far as the 
Tribunal has gone in the examination of the objections oi? the transcripts 
of the commissioner. May I say in that connection, gentlemen, that our 
experience in dealing id til the character of the objections that have been 
called to our attention have led us to conclude that pertap s we ought to 
say that we believe that it i»uld acco.?>lish the ends of justice if we 
postponed the rulings on the transcript that have not yet been called to 
our attention until we cone to tbs consideration of the case on the merits. 
It imposes a very heavy burden on the Tribunal to go through all of these 
objections. The character of the objections are such that since they doal 
with the problem with which the Tribunal must ultimately concern itself, 
it wuld perhaps be better for counsel to leave the matter stand as it is, 
rather than for us to take the tLue necessary to examine all of ti»so 
objections and leave you gentlemen in a state of uncertainty as to Mat 
tho rulings nay be while you are preparing your briefs and your arguments. 

3haU COQplete th * rulings o; 5 tlie objections that have already been 
specifically called to our at;e:tion by counsel for the defense, at tho 
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ne;rt session of the Tribunal, \« hope — =e think e can do thr.t. But 
as to the objections contained in tho record currently and subse uont to 
these, we believe, gentlecen, t'.ir.t if you bear in Bind the fact th ^ the 
Court will pass on those object.. 0:13 in considering the case on its »:orits 
rather than to leave you in a state of uncertainty until such tine as 
you are preparing briefs and arguments, perhaps it would serve your ends , 
as viell and certainly relieve us of a very heavy burden of spending the 
time in going over those ratters in the iate stages of t»d3 trial. That 
will be our disposition in reg.-rd to that natter. However, as to tliose 
objections which have been called to our attention by Dr- Dix in the 
•jODorondun he filed, we will c«\.Hete that tash and rulo specifically on 
each of then. Perhaps at the next session ue shall do that. How, ono 
thing further for the clarlficxti-n of the record. Tie Tribunal tes 
fornally ending before it a motion unde on belu-lf of all or practically 
all of tho defendants, dated 17 Deca -her 1947, asking for a finding of 
not guilty. Also another .otior. ‘.ts filed on 6 January 1944 of similar 
import and prose;.ted b Dr. Ircl-ouiuc.* ou ociulf of tho defendant Gattinoau. 
And another notion of li’:o cuructcr -rs filed on 11 December 1947 by Dr. 
Lurnert on behalf of tho defendant Suchne. T/o have already indicated to 
counsol infor ally and in chaib.-rs the fact that we did not c;:occt to 
rule an those cations before the cor.cli.3ion of tho trial. But noticing 
has been said on the record. Tto Tribunal now states to counsel tliat it 
con not assume the burden of soarc'.iing tho evidenco to pass upon tho 
merits of those notions beforo t*.» final dotcraination of the caso, end 
t'.at is not the purpose or t.e .intention of the Tribunal to rulo on tloso 
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saotions as such, but we nill consider thca along with the briefs end 
arguments in the final detcminr.ticn of the case. 



% 
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Two additional documents have been delivered to the Tribunal. Ke 
have now a supplement to docuaent Book 12 of Dr. Ilgner, A, and B. If 
counsel for the defendant Ilgner wishes to introduce that document in 
evidence we will be glad to receive it at this time. 

DR. B/iCHEII (For Dr. Ilgner): Tour Honors, as far as I have learned, 
the supplement document books 12A and 12B are not available at this tixio. 
If is is all right with the Tribunal I would prefer to submit this do- 
cuoent, together with the docuaent books on -onday. 

THE PRESIDE.IT: Very well. We also have same additional documents 
offered on behalf of the defendant Kuehno — Document Humber 119. The 
document itself indicates that this document has already been introduced 
in evidence as Exhibit 119, but we should like to verily that so we con 
mark it if that is correct. We assuno that this may be a documont 
that we can mark it if that is corroct. I7o asoxuao that this may be a 
document that was not .iresently available '.Then it was offored in ovidonos 
and that tho copy furnished us is simply in compliance with tho prceiiso of 
counsel. 

DR. l!AT!! ( For Dr. ‘‘uehno): I must apologiso, lour Honors, because I 
have to discuss this -utter with q>* assistant first and I shall then cla¬ 
rify this matter with respect to all documents. 

THE PRESIDE IT: This matter will likewise bo passed until the next 
session. 

DR. SCHUBET.T (For Dr. Buorgin): Tour Honors, with reference to tho 

ruling of the Tribunal concerning the documents of rebuttal Documont 

Book 92, I should like to put a question. Tho German translation stated 
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that a Document 2123 was attained. This number, however, is not contained 
in that docucont book. Wo have the number 2173 and I think that tho 
Tribunal referred to that number. 

1 ®. SPRECIZR: That was Exhibit 2173. 

THE PRESENT: 2173 - Exhibit 2173 was admitted into ovidence. 

DR. SCHUTEkT: .hank you very much. That will clarify this matter, 

DR. RUDOLF DEC: (for Schaits) Two small natters. Your Honors. First 
I should now like to submit to tho Secretary General the list of the 
period of tiix tho various defendants werj in custom. This list is 
audo for all dofondants and I might state that with r os poet to sodo 
defondants, and particularly with respect to nino, tho camps, as such, 
woro not montionod, but only tho porlod of custody. ify cliont was in 
twelve camps and today no longer rcaonbcrs nhat those camps wi.ro and ho 
doosn't want to make a ndstako in that connection. I assumed that tho 
Tribunal was .wstly interested in the period of tiao in custody. I shaH 
now hand tho list to tho Socrotary. 

•’HE PRESIDEiTs Hss this list boon concurred in by tho prosecution? 

UR. SPRECitT.: «ir. President, wo haven't had tho ploas'iro of sooing it. 

TP5 PRESIDE ITs Very well. After aU, this list should bo on tho re¬ 
cord and not merely a document filed and if counsol for tho prosecution 
will chock it and adviso us as to whether or not it may bo accoptod as 
a stipulation, no shall put it on tho record as a part of tho ovidonco 
in tho ease, rathor than as a document filed. Tills is a matter that 
should not bo overlooked becauso it is mooting a request of tho Tribunal 

and we will ask you, iir. Prosecutor, as seedily as you can, to ask some 

13803 


7 Uay-H-UJ~2-3~i£ll3 (Rasler) 
Court 6, Case 6 


one of your staff to check it and advise the Tribunal whether or not you 
can agree to it. 

DR. DU: Tho Tribunal nay renenbor ay oral notion with respect to 
Prosecution's Exhibit 33U. The Tribunal asked no to lay down qy notion 
in wirlting. D did that. Yesterday I handed to the prosecution a copy 
of ay written notion. I don't think it will bo becessary to road the 
entire notion, but I shall confine syself to stating the following. To¬ 
gether with this notion I an handing in the verbatim minutes of 11 Sept¬ 
ember 19U5 a copy of which I have before no. The interrogator says, and 
Z quote: n I oall your attention to Ordinance I'unbor 1, Article 2, Section 
33 as issuod by tho Military Govcrnsunt. '(Handing a copy of tho ordinanco 
to tho witness who reads tho indicated section). 

A. Yos, I iiavo read it. Personally, it is ry vlow that if tho word¬ 
ing of this record is recognised by tho prosecution, an examination of 
those two interrogators, Lt. Col. Tilley and Lmreronco Linvillo, will bo 
superfluous, I thoroforo suggested to Ur. Sprochor that ho should try 
to comrinco hlasolf of tho correctness of this wording by looking at tho 
original which is Frankfurt, and wo could then stipulate as to tho con¬ 
tents. I think that in this manner wo can clarify this situation and it 
will not bo necossary to call theso witnesses Who arc norr oithur in 
Groat Britain or in tho United States. I shall new hand this motion to 
the Socrotary General. That is all. 
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I®. SPBBHZR: Ur. President, wo haw: answered from the Gorman copy 
which Dr. Dix C avc you and I will hand this answer to the Secretary Gon- 
oral at tho present tine. We believo that there's considerable miscon¬ 
ception conocming tho nature of the ruling with respect to tho collateral 
mat tor. lath respect Jo this interrogation, which wo nevor had and which 
t/o nevor considered, wc will attempt to find out cither from a copy which 
may bo in Frankfurt wtiothor that copy is a proper copy and if it is, wo 
will bo vory glad to stipulato. 

THE PRESIDED: Vory woll. M<*r, hand your documents to tho Socrotary, 
and ?fr. Socrotary, bocauso of tho character of this nattor, tho Tribunal 
should like to cot tho record closed on it cs speedily as possible and will 
you sco that wc arc furnished promptly with English copies and tho trans¬ 
lations of tho German copios of the document? 

JUDGE HEERT: Aro you ready to proceed now. Dr. Silchor? 

DR. SIUHER: Tovr Honor, I should liko to present ny ovidonco from this 
spot for tooluiical reasons. For technical reasons I shall submit ny 
ovidonco freu this spot hero. I should 112m to suggest to you, lour Honor, 
that you novo toward your loft in order that yov ray bo ablo to observe 
tho picturos on tho scrocn a Uttlo hotter. I would also ask that tho 
defendants bo Permitted to do tho sa«. Would tho lights be turned out? 

Boforo presenting tho actual basic information, 1 should liko to offor 

Knioriom document 3li, Dofonsc Exhibit 173, xfidioh is tho chart about tho 

responsibility of the Vorstond. This chart needs some explanation. Too 

upper part of the chart shows tho dovolojucnt of the turnover, as woll as 

th staff, free 1926 until 19Uii. Tho turnover increases to about a throo- 
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fold amount froa ono billion up to approximately three billions. Tho 
staff Increases itself ooro to than doublo froa 9h thousand to about 1?0 
thousand. The Vorstand docs not increase accordingly but, on tho contrary 
is reduced froa seventy-nino to twenty-two. That is a littlo more than 
ono-quartcr. Tho extent and the burden of tho responsibility of tho in¬ 
dividual Vorstend aoabors increased during that time. This, it has boon 
attempted to reproduce on this chart. How much biggor tho rosponsibili- 
tios bccasjo is sham ty tho lower half of tho chart. Tho turnovor with 
rosouct to oaoh member of tho Vorstand incrcasod froa thirteen million 
in 1926 to about ono hundred tamnty-six million in 19h3. That is about a 
ten-fold incrooso. Tho staff falling on oaoh Vorotund member goes from ono 
thousand ono hundrod oighty sovon to eight thousand fivo hundred eighty 
six. That is more than seven-fold. It is tho prosocution's assumption 
that crimes and abusoa occurred *n the Farbon ontorpriso. Tho prosooutior. 
furthonaoro says that tho Vorstand acab-rs nar sitting in tho dock lenev 
of them or, if they had investigated them they ;muld have co*» to thoir 
notico. It is tho dofonso's theory that thorc wuro no crimes or abuses 
but oven if thcro had boon any, the Vors.and uenb-rs did not. notico them. 
According to dofonso's theory thoy had no obligation to investigate and 
notico any such aatiors, bocauso tho Vorstand members wore fully occupiod 
with thoir am work and rosponsibility. For that reason, thoy could only 
concom thesisoIves with other sphoros of work to a very limited extent. 

Tho orimary duty of each of the Vorstand members, according to tho defonso'o 
theory, was to doal with his own work. That was to bo illustrated by this 
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Next ploaso. 

In Document 2 of the basic information beforo you, beforo tho index 
and under the cover page, there is an index :ihich is tho English trans¬ 
lation of page 72 of tho silver booklet which was submitted on tho 12th 
of January as the first voluao of basic information. Tho English trans¬ 
lation, however, was left out by accident. 

Tie shall noir turn to Document 2, Exhibit 17li which is a survey of tho 
balanco sheets fraa 1939 to 19Uk. It is a continuation of tho balanco 
survey which ended idth tho year 1938- on pages 70 and 71 of tho silver 
loaflct. This is to servo as the ccnplotion of tho picture. It is drawn 
up in tho same way. Thoro are different English expressions in that docu¬ 
ment but that is duo to tho different translators' working on tho trans¬ 
late \n. This discrepancy totwocn English expressions can often bo found 
in that book although wo aro only concerned with tho some things and tho 
samo torms in German. 

Tho dovoloriaont of Parben during that tino, \.hich is oxprossod in its 
balanco shoots, is significant, and is confirmed 'jy an affidavit of Hermann 
Walter. 

Docuoont 3, Exhibit 17$, is a chart of the development of tho share 
capital of Farbon from its foundation in 192$ until 19^5, tho und. This 
is partly identical with tho statistics on page 61 of tho silver booklot. 
Ifewover, it is arranged differently and continued beyond 1938. Tho first 

figuro on that pago contains a typographical error. It should road 6 Ul, 600 , 

• • * 

000 . In tho docuosnt book, it is just 6U, 000,000. This chart was also 

confirmed by an affidavit which is not contained in tho book. However 
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this affidavit is contained in the copy of tho Secretary General. For 
technical reasons I think it is important to read this affidavit into 


quote: 


"On the basis of «jr knowledge of thoao natters as a result of years 

•w • + • m • 

of work with Farbcn, and as a result of an investigation of contemporaneous 
authentic material of Far ben, I confirm that tho above chart shows tho 
dovolopoont of the sharo capital of Farbon fron tho tisw of its foundation 
in 1?25 until the Germn collapso in 19!i5. Tnis is a correct survey of 
this dovolopoont. n 

Document U will bo Bdiibit 176, This is a chart concoming tho totd. 

turnover of Far bon free 1926 to 19^4. It si lows what tho expenditures 

wore. Together with that, wo have tho chart, Docunont 5, Exhibit 177. 

It is boing projected hero. Tho English expressions can bo soon.on tho 

chart and in nany ways thoy arc difforont frea tho expressions used in 

tho original chart. Mo aro always concerned with tho-saoo itoas and 

tho same Go men expressions. I should like to asks one special remark. 

With rospcct to Chart 03, thoro tho expression is used "allowances for 

reserves'*. I was told that this expression was not in canon usage. io 

aro concerned with "surplus" or "excoss depreciations". Tho uppor port 

shows tho figures and tho loner part shows the break-down of tho various 

expenditures according to percentages. Tho upper part shows'-tho ups 

and downs of tho dovolopoont according to tho business cycles. I should 

like to point out some characteristic symptom. Tho voluntary social 

expenditures increase from 1926 with thirty-five million to ono hunirod 
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ninety million in 19Ui. During the tins of tho crisis, in tho middle of 
tho chart, thoy hardJy decreases. It is also significant to note tho 


preservation of capital substanco which is ohcxm by ocponditurcs for 
research, please note particularly they started in 1926 with eighty- 
two millions. In 1927 they reached thoir highest point, ono hundred 
sixty-one millions. In the crisis of 1932 thoy docroasod down to forty- 
two millions and thoy gradually rcachod ono hundred millions approximately 
This shows tliat this vital coro of Farbon was kopfc going and ono can soo 
not tho slightest connection with roaraanent or evon preparations for 
war. Taxes and other public expenditures incroasod from 1926, forty 
millions, up to four hundred ninoty-six nillions in 191*3. That is uoro 
than a ton-fold incroaso. The slight decrease in 19U* wts duo to tlvc 
bomb danago and tho decrease in production as a result . Tho dividonds 
of tho sharolioldors do not incroaso in tho sene proportions os tho 
dovolopoont of tho sharo capital which can be seen from Docurwnt 3. Per 
head, it gradually decreases.- *ho administrative axponsos - and I must 
stato that it is 'O-itten hero "aduinistrativc exponsoa" while in tho chart 
it is "remuneration of administration". I think that tho latter expres¬ 
sion shows more accurately with what wo are ho 1*0 concerned. Thoy roached 
thoir peak in 1927 with approximately eighteen nillions. Thoy gradually 
docrcaso dour to U.6 nillions in 191*3 which is tho blggo3t year accord¬ 
ing to tho turnover. In 19l*l* it goes down to 3*5 millions. In that con¬ 
nection it should bo notod that this ltcn also includes tho Aufsicht3rat 


remunerations. Ono can interpret that in different ways. One might 

perhaps say that this lack of personal profit sense on tho part of bus! 
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ness non is not a vory positive sign. At any rate, however, one thing 
becomes cloar3y apparent. Whatever one night accuse the Vorstand members 
of, when they arc indicted today, one cannot accuse them of motives of 
personal enrichment. They never endeavored that and they never achieved 
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The political contributions can be found in Exhibit 176 on the chart 
in the footnote. In tho Central Bookkeeping Dapartaent there wore 
various itena to cover then. As they are listed hero thoy include the 
Winter Relief Work and tho Adolf Hitlor contribution of Gorman economy. 
Although theso too contributions arc included hero, they are so slight 
that thoy could not bo graphically demonstrated in this chart books 
because they are too snail in proportion. For that reason, you have a 
chart on tho side and a dotted lino to which I an pointing now, Na¬ 
turally, these arc still sura amounting to aillions wtjich, sunnnrizcd 
into ono sun covering all those years, amount to a considerable figuro. 
Those contributions, howjvor, oust bo considered in proportion with tho 
suns handled ty Far ben. If tho percentages at tho botton of the chart 

oro considered, I should like to point out tho following. Tho taxes. 

JUDGE IJDJIRIS: Dr. Si Ichor, would you mind pausing whilo I change uo 
soat? I find sooo difficulty in follwring your chart, 

DR. SI1CIQ'.: Tho taxos in 1926 amount to 3.92 and incroaso in 1?1*1 to 
16.6*, and thoy than continuo in that proportion. Tho voluntary social 
contributions in 1926 amount to 3.U2 and fraa 1933 until 19b2 oro approxi¬ 
mately 52. In 19Ui they incroaso to T.I&. Tho dividends in 1926 ausunt 
to f>.W. In 1927 there is a poak of 7.52. In 1931 thoro is a gradual 
decrease down to 2.62 in 19h3. Tho administrative remunerations in 1926 
wore 1.52. In 19U2A&3 only 0.1 and 0.2£. Tho political contributions, 
apart from tho first year when tho special circu:»stqnco occur rod which 
were often discussed hero, never amounted to uoro than 0.212. After 1936 

thoy were between 0.12 and 0.22. It is characteristic to compare a nvn- 
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her of years in themselves. In the last pdaoo tixxs year, 1938, tho taxes 
amounted to 13.22. Research 5.72. Voluntary social contributions vrero 
5.72. Dividends 3.32. Administrative rcouncrations 0.32. Political 
contributions 0.182. In 19U3 tho proportion is quite similar. Taxes 
15.12. Rcsoarch 3.52. Voluntary social contr'buttons 5.82. Dividends 
2.62. Adninistrativc rcouncratims oven n a iler , 0.32. Political con¬ 
tributions 0.152. With respect to tho political contributi ;ns, Winter 
Roliof Contributions and Adolf Hitlor contributi ns, bucausc of thoir 
compulsory nature which actually converted then into taxes, I was con¬ 
fronted with Uw choico of loaving then out. I docidcd not to loavo then 
out, but we aro shown by Walter's affidavit that tho predominant part af 
those political contributions montiunod hero fall into tho category of 
thoso trio iters in 1933 aj»untod to approximately 502 of all political 
contributions. It spocdlly incroasod thereafter and, in 1936, it ouountod 
to nore than 802 of tho total sua. Without thoso two items, tho political 
contributions would not be 0,172 of tho entire turnover, but would only 
bo 0.032. The sha jo than increases up ororuoro to 852 and ovon to 952 
of tho total sum. In 19UU, for instanco, it has rison to 952. That is 
to say, of 3.Wi trillion, tho shar«* is 3.27 idllion. That noans that tho 
3haro of tho actual political contributions - that is, excepting Wintor 
Relief and Adolf Hitler contributions, amounts to not 0.132 as horo but 
0.0062 of tho total oxpondituro. This is how tho dofonso illustrates tho 
allianco v/ith Hitlor. This entire chart is co.ifirncd by an affidavit of 
ffcrnann Walter. 

Noxt, please. 
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Document 6, Exhibit 178, is an affidavit regarding the total turnover 
of Far ben, froa 1?26 to 19Ui, divided according to foreign and demotic 
turnover. Connected with it is the chart - Document 7, Exhibit 179. 

This chart shews the tenacious aaintcnanco of oxports do spite of tho oyor- 
increasing difficulties of world trade as a result of tho nationalist 
tendencies which incrcasod all over, the world, tho currency devaluations 
and the boycott of Goman goods. That was discussed When talking about 
tho subject matter of camouflage. In 1929, when thorc was a boon, tho 
oxport borders on the six hundred nillion lino. In the. crisis of 1932 
it doorcases to a littlo over four hundred nUliins and then keeps on a 
regular level between four and five hundrod millions. It oust bo con¬ 
sidered in that conncdticn that after 1938 foreign countrios bucano in 
part dooestio countries fron a statistical point of view. That in par¬ 
ticular applies to Austria, Sudotcnland and './arthogau. 
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Secondly, it is to be olio-.a tl.'.t exports constituted a largo share 
in the total turnover just beforo t'..o beginning of tho Third Reich. The 
ciiart deconstrates that it ica between AO and 47 per cent, When tlw 
domestic boon started, the percentage .laturolly dec re-sod, but gtill 
remained on a level of between 25 and 40 -er cent. Tl>ese are the official 

» ^ • ' . • *. • • W 1 k • » .. % 

figures of the Central Bookkeoping Department on the basis of which tho 
chart was drawn up. An important correction has to be nade for an 
econouic evaluation of that c'.art. The turnover of nitrogen fertilisers 
is shorn in these statistics cs do. cstic turnover because the entiro 

sale of that product, including the forei^i sales, had to go through the 

• *> 

.litregen syndicate, and for t rat reason it appears statistically os 

deliveries to tho syndicate, in other uords, docaostic sales. 

• • 

aconooically speaking, Itonoror, ono ’iould also have to consider tlvo 
foreign sales of tho nitrogen syndicate and one »ould iuxve to list thorn 
fujong other exports of Parbcn. Tfoo titer affidavit, Exhibit 100 refers 

• s 

to that. If tliesc figuros aro t&hon as a basis, tho pcrcontngo of exports 
ovon diring tho Third Reich up until tho war routine 32 to 42 por cent, 
which is still vory high. Beforo the beginning of tho Third Roich tho 
porcontagc of foreign sal os c-xx-n to to 50 to 57 por cent. It io tho thoory 
of the Defonso that an ontcrprico which was basod to such a largo oxtont 
on International trado -..ould not sup.ort an autarchy, power politico, 
and certainly would not noed, or cvoi desire, a war. Such an enterprise 
*:ould only work for international cooperation, poaco, and poarc again. 

ffhatover may-bo said^with' respect to the hoads of this enterprise, witting 

. - > 

in tho defendants 1 box today, one tiling cannot bo said of them, and that 
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is lack of business intelligence. 

It is tho Defense; s theory that these men could not have been ns 

• - •• - - * * 

stupid as to want a war. is t<? be demonstrated by this chart. Tho 

other compilations on pages 13 to 16 of the document book slew the 

* • » * * - “ ^ • % # * . I * 

break-down of the turnover into those Spartos which, apart from nitrogen, 

woro tho main boarers of tho o::port businoss. For instance, on page 13 
you find tho dyestuffs field. There, exports up to 1933 amount to 70 
to 77 per cent. Until tho ter it rcaainod at 57 to 68 per cent. Even 
in tho case of those chemicals trhorc export trade was not pursued so 
intensively, tho foroipi sharo up to 1933 remained at around 40 por cent. 

In tho ease of phanvxccuticels, that's on pago 15, tho pcrcontago of 
foregin sales up to 1933 amounts to 66 to 79 per cent, and then remains 
on tho level of 67 to 70 por cent. In tixj coso of photographic goods, 
tho foregin share up to 1933 amoxnts to 50 to 5G por cent, and then romains 
on a lovol between 39 and 50 percent. Thoso percentages nust bo considered 
when discussing tho aUogcd espionage network, tho New Order, and plwxdor 
and spoliation. 

I shall go in that a little later. Would you remove tho chart, turn 
on the lights and take atey tho screw? 

Thoso statements arc confirmed by Exhibit 181, Document 9. Thoro uo 
havo tho division into countries and export categories. The four years 
roprosontod horo, aro: 1926 as t!»o first joar, %/ith statistics coupilod 
by Far ben, 1929, tho year of tho booa; 1932, tho lowest level of tho 
crisis; and 1938, tho last peacetime year. In addition, there is Docuu^nt 
10 , ZxJxibit 182, which is a map of the ‘.jorld with the total exports of 
Farbenand a listing of those places uhsro Far ben was represented- This, 
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Farbcn docs not claim to bo a geographically corroct; that is not its 
purpose. The little pillars refer to the turnover during those four 
years I mmtioned, starting from the left and going totrards %'\o right. 

This nap is to show that Farbcn Is field of activity extended tlrpughqpt 
the entire siorld. All countries of the wprld woro markets for Farbcn. 
Therefore, wo see here thp foreign agencies of Farbcn particularly in 
tho dyestuffs, tho pharmaceutical and the photographic field which today 
arc being accused as representations an espionage network. 

You have to have market observations for an export liko this, and you 
havo to have raarkot reports. It is the theory of tho Defer so that it was 

0^ 

natural and absolutely essential in that connection to have research and 
to havo reports. As to tho so-called New Order, tho European countrios 
aro of particular interest. Those Europoan countries had always boon a 
fiold of interest and activity of Farbcn. Thoy were always aubjoct to 
normal, legal business considerations and dispositions. As to tho chargo 

9 

of plundor and spoliation, those countrios and Spartes aro interesting 
whore charges of plundor and spoliation were made in particular, norooly, 
dyostuffs in Poland and dyestuffs and pharsnccuticals in Pranco. Tids 
shows tho axtont of the normal business interest and business activity as it 
has always been. Farbcn did not conrucr anything there; they wore already 
tho re before. 

However ono nay Judge tliccc matters individually, one should novor 

overlook this factor. This is co.ifiracd by an affidavit, of Hermann ^.'cltor. 

Document No. 11 is not contained in the basic information volume itself. 

It is contained in tor kccr»s docujcnts. It is before the Tribunal. It 
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shows the brook-dowi according to old and new fields of production. This 
is a different chart free the one here and has nothing to do with it. Tho 
chart which is aeforr you now 3l»oc that the turnover in 1939 in tho old 
field of production «s 496 trillions, that is, only as much as in 1929 
when thcro »cs the peak of the boom. According to tho Dofonso's theory, 
it is quite natural that new production creates new sales fields which 
have nothing to do with the old business and, therefore, do not go on 
its account. It is taroly added to thit. That, in tho final analysis, 
is the nature and the natural rcuard of industrial progress. It is tto 
Dofenso's theory that this increase in the turnover is not a synptoo for 
tiw preparation for an aggressive ter, neither if we look at it retrospect¬ 
ively today nor in tho sense tiiat this observation could have nado 
subjectively at the time by the heads of this enterprise. 
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Document 12, Exhibit 183, is the beginning of a new category. It 
compares Farben with other; industries and other firms; a frame is ne- 
cessary for the entire picture. Farben was not alone in the pa rid, and I 
have tried to show you the entire w>rld by giving you a few documents, 
Document 12 to 15, Exhibit 183 to Exhibit l£o, to which document 16, Ex¬ 
hibit 187 belongs, which is here in front of you as a chart, shows Farben's 

relationship to the entire German industry and to the other German chemi- 

# 

cal industries. This is done in regard to 4 aspects: investment capital, 
total turnover, export turnover and number of staff..I must point out that 

this chart in front of you and the chart in your document books indicate 

• 0 

by their headings that theso are figures pertaining to Germany, that is, 

• 0 9 

‘■'tire Germany, but we are concerned only with industry, that is, wo are 

* • 9 

not mentioning agriculture, transportation, the crafts, etc. 

0 

The industry constituted about 40 per cent of tho entire economy, 
which is a rather rou^h estimate. Invested capital was tho aharo capital 
which was actually expended paid in and looked as well as tho amounts of 
outstanding leans. That is contained in Exhibit 183. It will be more des¬ 
criptive if you use tho chart in the document books rather than using tho 
chart on tho wall. The porcontagos of the chemical industry arc shown in 
thoir relationship 6o tho entire German industry. Of the percentages 
contained in the colum "Farben" the upper portion depicts the relation¬ 
ship to tho entire Farben industry and the lower half depicts the relation¬ 
ship to the German chemical industry. As a result, it is shown in this 
0 0 

respect to Farben, within the entire German industry, anounted to appro- 
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xiirotely 4 to 5 per cent; within the chemical industry around 45 to 50 per 
cent. 

0 

The share in percentages free 1932 to 1938 decreases, that is par- 
ticuiarly during that Pour. Year Plan boos, which was partly contingent 

upon rearmament. It decreases from a little above 48 per cent down to be- 

• * | * 

low 45 per cent. This shows that, contrary to the Prosecution's theory, it 
was not Farben who was the main bearer of the Four Year Plan and rearmament; 

0 

it was even behind the rest of the chemical industry. In other words, it 
had a lesser share in it. This is shorn even better vtoen considering the 
entire turnover, Exhibit 184. I think that you will understand it bettor 
if you will look at your books and consider the figures. Hore, the ontire 
chemical indistry is lagging far behind the rest of Geroan industry; its 
share during those years decreases from 0.29 per cent down to 8.04 per 

cent. The share of Farben decreases to an even greater extent. In propor- 

• # 

tion to tho entire industry, it decreases from 2,61 por cent to 2.03 per 
cent. In proportion to chemistry it decreases from 31.05 por cent to 25.30 
per cent. This shows oven more clearly that Farben benefited less from tho 
Four Year Plan and the rearmament and other industry and tho rest of che¬ 
mical industry. It is that Farben cannot bo considered as bolng their main 
bearer. 

0 # 

Document 14, Exhibit 185, shows the intensity of Farter's exports in 
comparison with other industries. This i« shown in cord*iranatinn of what 
has previously been demonstrated when considering Farbc i a'.ori, I must p>inl 
out a mistake in the English book. The total German export in '*)¥>■ wr.s 

9 0 
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not 5,5 billions but 5.7 billions. In other worlds, it should not be 

0 & 

5,500 but 5,700. 7.Ss is repeated correctly in the German books. 


Within t..e entire German exports the share of Farben increases from 
1926 to 1938 from 4 per cent to approximately 8 pep cent; within chemistry 
from approximately 39 per cent to over 53 per cent. Over half of the Ger¬ 


man chemical export was done by Farben. I remind you that from J932 until 
1936, in the entire turnover, Farben's share withinjchemistry decreases 


from 32 per cent to approximately 25 per cent. In exports the share in¬ 
creases from 45 to 53 per cent. This shows that Farben exported incroas- 
ingly more and was always more interested in international trade than the 
rest of German chemistry. It increased its exports from 1932 until 1938 
whereas the export of other chemistry is about 120 millions behind. 

The domestic boom which was pro noted by tho Four Year Plan was of 

• # 

benefit to most of tho others. Thereas, Farben tried to endeavor to export, 
which was a more difficult task, and while Farben triod to retain its in¬ 


ternational connections. 

Here again a comparison has been mado with tho chemical vorld exports 
that is, tho *orld trado in chemical products. 4ftor tho crisis in 1932 
it does not completely recover. It remains far behind tho year of the boom 
in 1929. In 1929, 5.4 billions; 1938 only 3-1 billions. Farbon also re¬ 
mains strongor in its export in comparison with tho chemical exports of 

tho ontire world. In 1929 the share of Farben is approximately 10 por cent. 

• • 

In 1938 more than 13& per cent. That is, in proportion to the entire 
world, it is shown how Farben promoted international trade and international 
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business connections. 

I think. Your ionor, this would be a convenient tioe to break off 
for our recess. 

THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal will rise for its morning recoss. 

(A recess was taken.) 
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THE MARSHAL: The Tribunal is again in session. • 

• * 

DR. SUCKER: *To now cocao to the last part of these charts, Document 15, 
# 

Exhibit 186, ..ealir, with the number of employees. A»is again shows that 
I.G. Farben was not outstanding undor the Four Year Plan boom. The relation¬ 
ship to all of Geruan industry in this connection was originally 1.76 per 

• • 

cent, and in 1932 to 1938, remained approximately at 1.5 per cent. 

x n this relationship to the rest of the chemical industxy too, in 
the year 1932 to 1930, we have only minor chaises in tho decimal positions 
behind 29 per cent. ?tow it is interesting to observe the divergence of 

this share of Parboil in various respects and that can bo seen especially 

• 

well by tho charts. As to invested capital, tho proportion of Farbon as com¬ 
pared with tho entiro German industry, in 1929, is 6.01 por cent. Its turn- 

• # 

over is only 2.8 por cont, a^ the number of cmployocs, 1.36 por cont. 

Tho big chaste*™*uatry is very intensive in its capital. It demands 
t m —moots.Ono must remembor this when considering tho invoatmonta 
of Farben since 1*33, which the Prosecution considers so significant; in 
addition this result-, in tho doctrine that big chmical industry, with tho 
®odom syntheses w>dch represent the most onomous progress of mankind du¬ 
ring tho last docadoa, requires onomous capital, and consequently la:*o 
ontorprisos. That is a law of dovolopoont. 

These charts are to illustrate this fact, but above all they show the 
relatively modest share of Farben in all of ~-oman industry. 

One often has a wrong impression of this share. All of these facts 
aro confirmed by an affidavit of ’rich Piwowarczyk. 
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• • 0 
u ocimcnt 17, Exhibit 188, goes up to pages 44a and 44b; Document 18, 

Exhibit 189 is the chart which we now have on the wall. Those documents 

00 0 

compare Parbcn to othor world firas, Dupont, Standard Oil of New Jersey, 

0 00 

General Jbtors, United Statos Steel, and ICI, - Icporial Chemical Indust- 

• 00 0 

ry, in various respects: Working capital, turnover, export turnover, 30 - 

0 

cial contributions, staff and a few other aspects such as the Document 
Books show. 

I 0 

Such coiaparisoi^ arc problematic in several aspects, First of all, 

wo aro dealing with different foras of curroncy. Everything is calculated 
0 

in dollars here, at a rato of Ono dollar to Two Harks fifty; 40 cents for 
tho liark. That was apprcccimately the parity after the devaluation of tho 

dollar which I bcliovo was in 193A or 1935. *t did not sooo right to mo 

0 

to take a different rate for the time boforo that, and aftor that, sinco 
it was only tho exchange value of tho curroncy that was changed. Tho do¬ 
mestic prico Jovol was not ossontially offectod, and thon tho now parity 
soemod to mo bottor than tho earlier ono, bocause it was closor to tho 
domestic purchaso prico of ths respectivo curroncios. 
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*t was always an old rule of thumb that one had to calculate the dol¬ 
lar at Two “arks in considering the standard of living. Consequently in 
the ICI figures, of course, a rate of Four dollars 90 to the pound ster- 
lir* was taken. That was the avorago rato after the devaluation on both 
sides. That corresponds to the rate of exchange between the Hark and tho 
Pound aftor tho devaluation of the Pound. 

Then there arc differences in tho methods of balance sheets. In tho 
United States a consolidated balance sheet for tho concom is used and 
that has boon ado p tod horo, «*ilo in Go many that is virtually unknown. 

JUDGE I .CHRIS: Dr. Silchor, in your illustration of Standard Oil, does 
that means all of tho various Standard Oil Companies, on Just ono, like 
for instanco. Standard Oil of New Jersoy, or of Ohio, or which Standard 
Oil Company have you chartod? 

# f * 

DR. SII£HER: Only Standard Oil of Now Jorsoy, with its subsidiaries, 
howovor. So far as I am informed, tho various Standard Oil Companies aro 
not in gen oral subsidiaries and parent firms of ono anothor. 

' Also'in the United States it is customary to make a jxiblic accounting 

• • # 

of funds, usually in tho fora of surplus, whilo in Germany, tho method of 

# 

so-called hidden reserves is customary, which do not appear in tho balance 
shoots. That is an interesting distinction which can bo long dobatod and 
ovor which one can almost philosophize. 

Then, of course, tho publicity in tho various firms differs groatly. 

That is why some figures aro missing from other firms, whilo for Farbon, 

♦ • 

all figures have boon used. Earlier, it is truo. Farben was not espocial- 
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ly distinguished by its love of publicity. 

In spito of the difficulties of such comparisons, I bcliovo that 

• 

the comparisons tiiat I have on those charts arc essentially corroct, and 

so interesting that I did not want to do without then. 

Mow es to the details of the charts theoselvos. The chart in your 

• # 

document book is divided by firms. That is page 44a and then, according 
• 0 

to groups, that is 44b. They both deal with the sane figures, but find- 

ing out of comparative factors, is easier in one caso fcy one chart, and 

. 

in another caso by another. For a porson intorosted in such things, and 
a porson who knows how to road such charts, they aro a wino of informa¬ 
tion for tho most variod and intoresting facts. This is not the place for 
that, but I bcliovo that these relations aro interesting. In part, of 
course, tho differences can bo oxplainod by tho difforcncos in tho fiold 
of tho firms tfiich aro boing compared of thoso, only Dupont and ICI aro 

chemical firms and tho relationship of tumovor and dividends is into rest- 

• * • 

ing, which is best seen from tho chart of pago 44a. In Parbon, this pro¬ 
portion is in general only a fraction of tho proportion in tho Amoricon 
firms. Tho re tho stockholder has a much highor sharo of tho total incomo 
than in Farbon. Anoihor thing that is intorosting is tho proportion of 
social contrlUitions to turnover that is in proportion to tho total incomo 

and tho total expenditures. 

• • 

Horc, and only hero, Farbon has a much higher share than all of tho 
others. This becomes cspocoilly clear in comparing social contributions 
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vdth dividends. In P&rbco social contributions arc, as a rule, much high or 

0 00 

than the dividends, nhile in tho other firms, on tho contrary, tho divi- 

dends arc much higher than tho social contributions, cspocially in good 

business years. This stows the definite social interest of. Farben. Farbon 

is far ahead also idth respect to the sun of its social activities. That 

# 

can bo best soon on pago 44b, tho second chart. 

• ^ • 

In dividends, on tho other hand, Farbon is in all years by far tho 

0 0 

lowest, especially aftor 1936, during the 4-7oar Plan and tho war boom 
in which, according to tho Prosecution, Farben participated to strongly 
and furthered it. 

• 00 0 

I admit, hoiwvcr, that in considering social contributions, wagos must 

also bo considered. Tho general level of wagos arc much highor in tho 
United Statos that in Germany. 

Mow wo can look at tho chart which shows conditions in the years 
1926 to 1944. At the loft wj have tho marking capital. This is tho stock 
capital expended, tho rosorvos and outstandii* loans. 

0 

Thon tho second picture is of tho total turnover, third tho export turn 

0 0 

over, and finally, tho nuebor of csfiloyoos. 

Tho figures as to tho number of oaployoos aro porhaps of spocial 
interest bccauso hero there is no problom of comparing difforont curroncios 
or the method of accounting', no hidden rosorvos. Tho re aro two impress- 
ions which moot the oyo, first, in tho *orld firms Farbon has a definite¬ 
ly modest place. It is not the gigantic enterprise soothering ovorything 
olso os it is presented. 
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Only at exports is it first at tines. This, onco aorc, confirms tho 
especially great world affiliations and exports of Farben. In tho working 
capital, it is far below tho others, changing from last and third from 
last, with Dupont and ICI* Tho highest is Unitod States Stool in this 
rospcct, at times iioro than five tines as big. 

In tho total tumovor Farben is generally second from last, United 
States stool being at tho highest placo, at first at that tins it was 
about four tines ns big os Farbon. Later, Goncral Intors assumes first 
placo, again nbout four tines as big as Farbon* 

'1th respect to tho staff, Farben holds third place. First placo is 
in tho boginning hold by United States Stool, approximately throo times 
ns big; lator Goncral liotors again, 2j tines as big as Farbon. 

Tho second striking impression is the remarkable similarity of tho 
curvoa. *fo soo tho incrcaso up to 1929, then the drop in the doprossion 
with tho dopth at about 1032; thon anothor riso highor than tho boom of 
1929.' 
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In the American :1ms we-have another drop in 1938, but thi3 is soon 
core than coc .<* :satcd for. I liave just shorn th-s on tho total tumovor. 
The ranc picture is repeated essentially in tho export turnover and 
especially in tho export turnover and especially in' tho number of 
employees. Especially Interesting, of course, are ^ho chemical firms, 
duPont and I.C.I. and the sinilarily is especially striking horo. Both 
in working capital and total turnover; although uo havo no figures for 
I.C.I here we can cnly compare Parben and duPont, and agiin in the Staff. 
Especially in tho dcvolojxic.it of the Staff tho 'arallol between Farbon and 
I.C.I. is almost ridiculously exact but also in tho caso of duPont and 
Gcnoral Motors tho parallel is very strong. In tho caso of General Motors 
tho changes are greater in both directions bocauso it is well known that 
a nine hi no industry, and ^socificaliy the automobile industry, is much more 
offectod by oconomic trends. All those facts about tho Tims are confirmed 
by on affidavit by Erich Piuouaresyk. Document 19, Exhibit 190, slews 
tho development of tho national incouo in tho Uni.od States and Go ninny 
in tho years 1929 to 19U. Unfortunately wo had statistics only for thoso 
years. Document 20, Exhibit 191 is tho chart which is boing projected. 

Horo cpin we havo tho same comparison of the Goman national incono to 
tho dollar which is on tho basis of UO cents to tho Mark, tho seme basis 
as ouod previously in tho coupnrison of the firms and again for tho some 
reasons. Tho change as compared with the precoding year is givon in 
percentages here on the mil and in the document book. This chart shows 
a very ccriking parallel of developments in tho two countries, from tho 
height of the boom in 1929, the recession until 1932, then tho rise until 
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1941; in the United States again the short recession in 1938 which was 
comens ated for by 1939. The total change of the national income in 1941 
as compared to 1929 i** the Ihitcd States was an inereaso of 28.62 por cont; 
in Germany 28.7 s - percent, almost o:nctly tho same. This and tho previous 
coop;jiscn of firms confirm the defense theory that objective dcvclopncnts 
in Gomeny were not decisively influenced by the Four Year Plan and 

rearmament, but primarily represent general world ojsonomic dovolopiont. 

| 

.it least, according to the defense theory, this is true of the subjcctivo 
ci re instances. This is hot: the defendants ir. the dock saw tho situation 
at the time. Non, it is tho theory of tho defenso that: thoso observations 
Justify no suspicion of the planning for a war of aggression. This \os 
the last chart. 

Tho next defense Exhibit No. 276 will bo document 27, a document which 
will bo ready today or tomorrow I believe. This is an affidavit of Goorg 
Bolz certifying that all these charts aro corroct and they aro listed in 
tho affidavit. 

THE PRESIDENT: ' ‘111 ;*ou please repeat tho document and tho oxllibit 

• • 

number? 

DR. SHE HER: Document 27, Exiiibit 276. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you. 

DR. SILCHER: The next basic information document 21 is only in tho 

indox, not in tho book. It is in Document Book Schneider as indicated in 

tho indox. This is en affidavit of Albrecht Tciss about social-political 

ixldovcocnts of Far bon. It slows Far ben as an employer. Documents 22 and 

23 are not in the book citlicr as tho index indicates they arc in von 

Knicricn Book I. These aro patent surveys to give an impression of tho 
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situation with re^rd to patents in Far ben and Ferben's activity in the 
field of inventions which, of course, is reflected by patents, Tliese 
sober statistics show that free Farben's laboratories thero was an 

f # ■«* 

uninterrupted stream of inventions which went into the whole world. Farben 
did not egotistically hold on to its inventions but. sent them out into 
the world. Year after ye r thousands of patents were issued and year 
after year thousands of patents vent out into the trorld. The final nuaber 
of Farben patents was about 40,000. 

This takes us on to Docuamt 24, basic information, which is to bo 

Exhibit 277, a supplementary document which is already available in Goman. 

The English translation should be roady today or tomorrow. This is a report 

of souo of the technical Vorstand members about examples of technical and 

scientific pioneering work done by Farben. Hero we aro shown as a whole 

wont we havo seen so far only in isolated examples. Here these non Ivave 

suaaod up the lifo work of thoir prodecossors and their own. I/hat I have 

siiom so far have boon essentially figures. This chows tho real living 

I.G. Farben* I oust say that although I have boon familiar vdth all this 

sinco over a docado I road tills sober, objective presentation of tho facts 

uodo by those gcntlooon with great orxitenont. This roport shows and tlvis 

impression is forcod upon one, oven though it was not written for this 

purpose, that all this pioneer ;©rk in which the Prosocution largely secs 

planning and preparation for xmr of aggression was a clour organic 

development, arising solely from tho urgo of tho research worker, tho 

technical plant engineer and tho industrialist to solve tho secrets of nature 

and iiakc them serve the technical ..regress of humanity. I want to urgo 

you to road this roport very carefully. At tho end of this report souo 

13830 


COURT VI C«3E VI 

7 May 4B-10-A-4 *-*SH_Lovc (von Schon) 


international distinctions aro listed nhich wore bestowed on Farben: the 
nine Grands Prix that Farben can anerded in the Paris !Torld Exposition of 
:.937 for products and processes and two Nobol prize#.for chemistry which 
wore given to Farben gcntlcocn for • ork done in Farben. 
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®he nenbers of the Vorstend ‘did net liat a th^rd Nobel orite, the 
ona which Profpsspr cabsr was awarded fee: th$ nJt^ogep synthesis. It 
night ba Included hare because it was Jarbon who developed and put into 
execution thi8 process and Profaaaor Habar i«aa a nanber of the aufsichtsmt. 
I ah mid like to anohaalta that three of theee Granda Prlx and two of 
theae three Nobel prizea were awarded for oroducta and nroceaaea which 
the Prosecution haa cited in lta charge of olanaing and nrenaration for a 
war of eggresaion, nanply, the two Hobel proses for the ayntheaia of 
nitrogen fron the air and gaaoline ayntheaia froa coal,, Gaaoline ayntheaia 
froo coal woa also awarded a Grand Prix and in 1937 Granda *”rix wore also 
awarded to BUKA and two light netala. Shat -si in 1937, four yearn after 
the Third Belch had begun. Jron the enornoua and extenaive oeace tine 
Reduction pro gran of Jar ben I should like, in concluaion, to ermhasi to 
frxi a anecial point of view one a->ecial group, nanely, orodUctn for 
tullding and eouiooing housea. 

I ■ hall ahov you aa No. .25 of the basic infomatlcn, but without 
offering it aa a defense exhibit, a ccopletely equlpeed nodel house in which 
olncat everything is coaooaed of Jarben products. In the dominant books 
there are tone nhotigrapha of this nodel house which will be turned ovBr 
to the Secretary-General aa part of Docunent 25. I believe there nre three 
copies for the Tribunal. X should like to give theae ohotograoha Exhibit 
No. 278 for identification, also Docunent 26, Exhibit No. 279 for 
identification. This la the legend and is.the last page in the dicunent 
book. The parts of the nodel have nuebers, 45 of then, and in this 
legend one can read the na.-?ea of the products. The Prosecution has tried 

13832 



7 May-4(-JP-ll-2-Love 
Court YI Case YI 




to sh/w in the c;urse of this trial that Farben was an lnstrunent of 

destruction. This house which is standing a* a node! in the City of 

boobed Kurnberg is to illustrate what an inotrunent of neaceful building 

Far ban was and could bo today. If you like y ai nay study this house. 

Perhaps y?u nay consult exports. As experts T night reconnend children 

% 

of an ago when they still like to play with dolls houses. I believe I nust 
give yju sooe instructions. First of all, the top and botton nart of the 
house ore net fastened together but the ton can be reneved. Vhen I firot 
saw the nodal house and looked at it it fell off. It survived this 
accident hit I do net believe it would survive a second one. Then the 
nieces of equipment ore fimly attached and oertain dlsnantling would 
have bo be done before it could be used. 

This concludes the presentation of the basic inf )r nation. 

JUDOS KZBERT: Dr. Path, are you ready to proceed os soon os the 
court roon is in order? 

TKE HiZSIDEMT: The Tribunal will rise for about five nlnutes or 
until the witness stand can be node useable and then we will allow 
Dr. Hath to continue. The Tribunal will rise. 

(A recess was taken.) 
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THE MASHSAL| Tho Tribunal is again in sossion, 

M3. 3 , 3SCH3i Mr. Prosidont, Dr. lath has boon talking to mo ab^ut 
a matter vhich Is inrolrod in tho two exhibits which have Just boon passed 
up to Your Honors. Tho so aro two exhibits which voro used during tho 
cross-oxaaination of tho jlofonso affiants who woro tho authors of thoso 
two affidavits. If you will turn to tho first oxhibit, Prosoo-tion‘a 
Exhibit 2332, HI 3763, Ik. Hath and I havo stipulctod that only thoso 
parts of this affidavit shall bo consldorod in ovidonco which aro not 
stricken in pencil. That is to say, if you go ovor to pago 2 of this 
affidavit whoro it bogins with "Reports that woro turned in," tho 
affidavit is only ovidonco froa that point on, up to tho top of pago 3 
of tho mcooographcd copy, which is in tho first lino, whoro it says! 

"was information on oconcaic a d political odbjocts." 

THE PRESIDEUTt May I inquire, counsol, if you havo fund shod for 
tho Socrotary 0 on oral a copy of this oxhibit so narkodi 

MR. SPHECHER: Tho oxhibit which tho Socrotary Ocnoral has, is in 
German, naturally. 

THE PRESIDEUTt May I suggost, Just so that thoro will bo no (confusion 
that you Just put an oxtra copy of tho English translation with it mnrkod 
ns y'U ho.vo indicatod. 

MR. SPRECHER: I will givo him ay copy, sir. Then, if you will turn 
to Prosecution's Exhibit 2351, Dr. Knh and I hnvo similarly stipulated 
that noroly tho two introductory son tones s of paragraph 1 and thon par^rnph 
7 at tho ond shall bo consldorod in ovidonco. Tho balanco of thoso af¬ 
fidavits woro not used during tho cross-oxaaination anyway and wo do not, 
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oithor of us, dosiro that it bo in ovldonco. 

THE PKSHEUTi Tory woU. ' 

K3. SPHECHEH: Mr. Frosidont, whilo I an horo thoro is just one 

0 

nattor which cane to ay attention bocauso ono of tho aeslstffflts of 
ono of tho noabOTB of tho Tribunal asked clarification fron our mo 
roco. On 20 1943, at page 11883 of tho transcript made a statcu 

Dont on bohalf of tho prosocution concorniiy: our oxhibits gonorall* 
up throughout tho cross oxasinntion oftho defendant Vaster. I stated 
at that tioo that Prosocution'. Exhibit 1600 had partly boon stricken 
during tho examination of tho witaoss, 0 wal d Pohl, but that tho bolanco 
of that exhibit was troatod as offerod rnd rocoivod in ovldonco. The 
Prosecution was in error in asking that statonont. Tho Prosocution 
meant te rofor to Prosocution E^ibit 1293,, HI 382, which is tho affidavit 
of C avoid Pohl vhich was partly strickon during his examination boforo 
tho Tribunal on 21 Hovoobor 1947. Prosecution’. Exhibit 1600, NI 388 
should rtnain aaricod for identification only. This was tho interrogation, 
“ opposod to tho affidavit, of Ocwald Pohl, which was used during his 
examination which wo did not then and do now intend to offor in ovldonco. 

THE PHESUHTTI Vory woll. 

KR, SPRICKSHs An d, M r . Prosidont, Just ono further statonont. Within 
tho last two weeks tho defense ha. introduced into ovldonco several 1 

hundrod affidavits. V 0 obviously hnvo had no time to road and analyso 
ell tho.o affidavits. Actually vo have not ovon counted than to data. 

Vo will attempt to review tho wholo situation over this weekend and on 
Monday, with your permission W0 will n*o a statonont with respect to nur 
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position concerning fho crosa-oxaalnation oj thoso affidavits, 

T3C PP5SIHOT: Vo will bo glad to hoar you and to givo you a*, 
opportunity, Mr. Prosecutor, to atato whatever you think is propor* 

But in that connection •« would rccind you that tho Tribunal has alrooly 
indicatod Hay 12 as tho doadllno for tho closing of this caso and that 
you should not plan a prograa that involvos tho oxaninatlon of any wit no os 
or tho croaa-oxaaination of any witnoss after that tino 0 

MR, SPBXCHZRt K r# Prosidont, the roquiroaonts of actual crcatUoxaoin- 
ation with rospoct to ovon a very fow affidavits is sosothlcg ovor which wo, 
as a nattor of oven tho nost restrained discretion, havo vory little control. 
Up until two wooko ^o wo had onde®vorcd to roly principally upon tho 
ccntonporonoous docsconts and a very, vory llcitod mount of cross examina¬ 
tion of a vory llaltod nusbor of dofonso affiants. Tjy»t doclslon was 
mado bocauso of our belief that as of that tlno and glvon tho problons of 
this trial, wo woro oxorclsing a good discretion in so conducting cursolvos. 

But slnco that tlco wo oust bo vory honoot, wofool in porfoxning our func— 

• 

ti^n, to slato to you that it has boon vory difficult — in fact iopossiblo 

to koop \^j with tho continued influx f affidavits which havo boon put in. 

Many of then havo boon put in in only tho last fow hours of this trial, 

THE PRES IDIOT l Hr. ProsOcutor ( tho Tribunal woll npprocintos your 

prodicooont. Tho probloos havo worrlod all of us, including tho prosouctlon 

and counaol and tho counsol for tho dofonso and tho Tribunal, with roferonco 

to tho groat voluao of ovldonco with which wo all havo to doal. I said what 

I did bocauso I would not want you to booislod to anticipato that thoro 

would bo any doparturo fr^n tho vory doflnito announcesont and connltnont 
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the Tribunal mdo to tho offset that this evidence, under all circa*.- 

* • • • *• 

fiascos and conditions, v'uld bo concludod on or boforo May 12 . i do 

not say ifc unkindly, but this is not altogothor an unanticipated problem 

• • • 

so far as tho Tribunal is concerned and recourse to tho record will Indi¬ 
cate that a nuabor of tiaos, before any crosu -oxacinatlrn of vitnossos was 
comaonssd , tho Tribunal was reminding counsoi of tho problcn tlint would 
likoly ariso and urging you gentian on to got under way tho cross-examination 
of thoso witnossos and to use tho facilities of tho then designated coo- 
nissionors or othors that eight bo designated if iu.cossa:y to aoeoreodato 
you* How, wc do roalixo tho Tory trooaadous prcblen that you have on veur 
hands, but wo do worn ycu that you oust not expect or ar.ticiprtoaxy de¬ 
parture fron tho previous anneunohoont that tho evidonco in thin caso will 
bo positively closod on May 12, and this applios to proceedings before 
tho oonc'fsionor as voll os boforo tho Tribunal, 

. MR. SPREOCT: With rosport to aiy congestion boforo tho Coralsoirnor, 
Mr. Prosidont, I only want t c stato this. Tho congostion dorivoo fron tho 
oovoral hundrod put in during tho caso of tho last defendant — na.VJly tho 
d of on dan t IXiorfold .Li ouo of tho last defendants* I should say, and that 
tho gch«-fri3«* is not cengestod by a-v roquosts wo htvo aarto for cross- 
oxwaination of affiants whoso affidavits woro put in boforo that tlno c 
THS PRKIDEHTj W 0 U f porhaps that is all that noods to bo said. I 
toko it that thoro is no doubt in tho Binds of ycu goutlwaon os to tho 
policy of tho Tribunal and it : s not nooossary for us to ropoat it : pr.e I 
toll you again, do no oxpoct any deviation fron it. In othor words* tho 
dlo is cast on that issuo. Wo shall closo this ovidonco on May 12 and 
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waotovor Is not deno will net bo dono. I haro no doubt that with the 
dllieonco and loyalty and devotion to your causos that you gontlemon 
hnvo thown on b^th sid03 of tho coso, wo could continue this caao quite 
indefinitely and rocoivo ouch moro ovidonco that would bo ju*t cs oompot-ont 
n« a let that wo hnvo alrondy rocolvcd, in ou; Jud£aont„ 
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DR. NATH: (For the defendants Ilgner and Kuehne): Ur. President, 

t 

I must go bacK briefly to the s tipulation which I arrived at with Ur. 

Sprecher. I ateuld like to refer to Exhibit 2332, NI 3763, and ask 

\ 

that the cross-examination and the redirect examination on this docu- 
ment be stricken fhom the record, insofar as it has been eliminated 
now by stipulation. I believe that Hr. Sprecher will approve that, 

I 

THE PRESIDENT: Ur. Sprecher, will you state your views and we can 
make a short record on it, 

UR. S'RECHER: That was the object of ay stipulation and I thought 
the other parts of the affidavit fell automatically, 

THE PRESIDENT: Then is it so stipulated and tho Tribunal so under¬ 
stands that the parts of the cross-examination relating to those parts 
of Exhibit 2332 and 2351 which have been stricken, will not bo consider¬ 
ed by the Tribunal in the consideration of the evidence in that case. 

MR.SPRECHER: There was no cross-examination over any other parts. 

I think Dr. Nath just wanted to be sure that the other parts of the af¬ 
fidavits were not in evidence. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. 

DR. NATH: Your Honors, as I arranged with Judge Hebert, I shell 
need about half an hour for the examination of Ur. Kuehne. If I am to 
begin now I shall do so. Otherwise I suggest I begin after the noon re¬ 
cess. 

THE PRESIDENT: We have almost fifteen minutes before our regular 
recess hour. If wo have onough sound track wc would suggest that if you 
can conclude ih approximately one half hour perhaps wo might run over 
enough to take care of the matter at this time and thon rocoss for the 
day. If you cannot, we perhaps had better recess now and start immed¬ 
iately after lunch. I may say that it »culd he a matter of convenience. 

I think, if wo could conclude the examination before we recess because 
as I am advised, the cocanissioner had scheduled a. hearing for this court¬ 
room for this afternoon. Now, you can be the judge of the situation 
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yourseDf, Dr. Hath, as to whether or not you think you could canplete in 
approximately one half hour* 

r.R. NATH: Ur. President, I shall try to bo through in half an hour. 
Of ccurao 1 can't guarantee it* 

THE PRESIDED: !fc understand that. Then you wish to have the de¬ 
fendant take tho witness stand at this time. 

DR. NATH: Yes, please, 

THE PRESIDENT: Tho defondant nay take tho witness stand, 

UR. KINSKOFF: If it ploase the Tribunal, I should like to montion 
that the coexaissloner, Ur. Hulroy, will sit this afternoon to hear con¬ 
tain Auschwitz witnesses* particularly Dooming, Faust and Uurr, and any 
of tho defendants who wish to be excused to hear the witnossos should bo 
notified at tlie present tine, 

THE PRESIDENT: That suggestion is wo 11 taken and tho dofondants 
that are interested in tho cocaaissioner hearing roforrod to by the pro¬ 
secutor nty bo excused frem Court attendance if Court is in session. If 
Court is not in session they may novertholess attond tho commissioner 
hoaring if they wish. You may proceed Dr. Nath. 

BY DR. MAIN: 

Q-. Dr. Kuohno, wo havo a few sore documents to discuss which wore 
put to you during cross-examination. I shall bogji with Exhibit 2071, 
NI-1501A. This is a letter from Lovorkuscn to the C. B. Cham, dated 19 
June 1941. In paragraph 2 of this document you will find the following 
sentence. I quote: "In prospoct of possible futuro difficulties, in 
November 1937 we m*io the first application for tho establishment of this 
new pharmaceutical plant." What did you moan by this? Ploaso consent 
briefly. 

A. I meant difficulties which wxuld arise if a fire should break 
out in this building* In cross-examination on 31 March I pointed out 
that theso buildings were the oldest ones in our factory, that they 

wore mostly wood; that all our pharmaceutical supplies wero in there as 

% 

far as they were all reedy for sale and I can add that in the collar 
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there was all the wrapoing material. One dropped cigarette vould have 

been able to c ausq a fire there and all our supplios would have been 

• 

destroyed, which of course would have brought about enormous difficul- 

ty in supplying the oarkot with pharmaceutical products. 

% • 

Q. Dr. Kuohno, you mean to say that this was an inflammable build¬ 
ing? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Were the chemicals supplies thore inflamablo? 

A. Ifcst of the pharmaceutical products aro inflannable. There was 
some alcohol thoro. All things that burn very oaaily;' 

q. Now, when this buildingvas destroyed by an air rrid, would you 
pleaso tell us briefly what the effect was. Did it burn very quickly and 
vary easily? 

• 

A. The effect was unfortunately enormous. The incendiary boobs 
went through the roof and the woodon floors into the collar and tho pa¬ 
per stored thero burst into flames immediately. Both buildings burnod 
down completely with all the supplies, I ixraodintoly roportod to tho 
authorities of tho destructive offoct, and I oxcusod mysolf by saying 
that I had always pointed out how susceptible to flros this building was. 

Q. Dr. Kuohno, whon you first forosaw difficulties in Novorabor 1937 
woro you thinking of a war of aggrossion—that for this reason tho 
building had to be renewed? 

A. No, certainly not, 

Q. I come to the next exhibit, 2072, NI 15013. This is «t article 
which appeared in the Rheinischo Landcszeitung and is signod by" you. Dr. 
Kuehno, may I ask you first of all, whethor you wrote this article youn- 
solf? 

A. I was always an enemy of newspaper articles and speeches. As 
far as I remember I never wrote a newspaper article myself. I was not 
able to refuse this roquest et the time and I asked ay secretary's of¬ 
fice to write the artido for me. 

Q. A passage has bocn quoted fren this article here and a phrase 
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is used which reads as follows: "The securing of the physical life by 
food and clothing are the principle essentials for a people." And the 
next paragraph points out that the hydrogenation process of Farbon — 
tho so-called Fischei^-Tropsch process, was significant. Also the syn¬ 
thetic production of gesolino for factorization. Dr.Kuehne, oven if 
you did not write the article yourself, do you, in general, know what 
furthor contents tho article had and what its purpose was? 

A. I gave ny name to this article and of course' I remember speak¬ 
ing about it# Of courso It was a vital necessity in a highly armed 

* 

Europe to preparo tho pooplo to d of end themselves, and motorization and 
the subsequent necessary obtaining of fuol had bocooo nocossary because 
of tho idoa of the Volkswagon (the people's car). This article wns in 
a way to be propaganda for the Volkswagen and for autarchy. That was 
tho request that was made. &it of courso there was no idoa of a war 
of agression in writing this articlo. 

Q. Dr. Kuohne, I believe we will make the matter quito cloar. Is 
it truo that tho ideas underlying this article come frera tho lady sit¬ 
ting next to me? 

A. Yes, as far as I recall. Sho was tho one who wroto tho articlo. 

Q. ’Thank you. I now ccao to tho next exhibit.. This is Exhibit 
2073, and I shall take tho noxt one too — 2074. Theso aro NI 14750 and 
NI 14747. This is a letter froo Leverkusen to tho Vormittlungsstolle W 
in Berlin dated 3 March 1939, Can I ask you first who signod this lot- 
tor of 3 March? 

A. I seo no signature hero. &it according to the sign on this lot- 
tor it ms my secretary. Dr. Warnccke. 

Q. Did your secretary. Dr. ffarnocke, have cortain functions in 
Leverkusen? 

A. Dr. Karnecke and a Dr. Doboeier had to keep contact with tho 
Vemdttlungsstelle J? and the offices in Berlin mi also with the other 
Farben plants. 

Q. In the second paragraph of this letter it is said that a visit 

to the Reich Office for Economic Expansion had been suggested by Dr. 
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Pohland. Will you please tell us briefly what the purpose of this visit 
was? 

0 . 

A. That is stated in the lotter in the next sentence. Namely, 
dn order to discuss with Ur. Pohland the project for the establishment 
of a sulphuric acid factory at Jtoosbierbaua. In ay examination by my 
counsol I stated that the first think that I had done at Uoosbierbaun 
for modernization in 1938 was laying the corner-stone for a new sul¬ 
phuric acid factory which was to replace the old building. Now, as 
eArly as 1938, we got no more raw materials unless the project in ques¬ 
tion was approved by tho Office of Ecooonic Expansion in Berlin, and 
Ur. Pohland had to approvo the sulphuric acid factories. Therefore, if 
I wanted to build, I had to have Ur. Pohland's approval so that I could 
get building materials. That is why this consultation with Ur. Pohland 
was arranged. 

Q. Dr. Kuohno, for rtiat purpose was the construction of tho sul¬ 
phuric acid factory at Itooabicrbaum planned? 

A. This sulphuric acid factory was to replace an old building 
which exiatod at Itoosbiorbaura. The main purpose of tho now building 
was to supply tho artificial soap factory at St. Poeltenwith sulphuric 
acid. 

Q. If I understand yon corroctly that was an artificial soap fac¬ 
tory which already exiatod. 

A. Yes. 

Q. Is it true, if I say that tho establishment of this sulphuric 
acid factory was not destined for armament purposes or for preparation 
for a mr of aggression? 

A- No, not at all. That can be best seen from the fact that al¬ 
though the comerstono was laid in the swxser or the faLl of 1938 , it 
was only in July 1943 that this plant went into operation, because up to 
that time we were not ablo to g2t enough materials. That is confirmed 
by the affidavit of Schueth, Kuehne Document 58, Exhibit 58, in Book 2, 
Also the fact is confirmed by the affidavit of Platzer, Kuohno Exhibit 
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61, Docunent 61, which confiras that in no plant of Donauchemie wore 
armaaent products produced. 

DR. NATH: If tho President would like to recess now, or stould I 
go on? 

THE PRESIDENT: I think we will perait you to go on and see how well 
we get along. 
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BY DR. HATH: 

Q. Dr. Kuehne, the next two docuaents are Exhibits 2077 and 2078. 
That is NI Uj 7U4 and lix7U3. These are reports of the 50th and 5lst 
meeting of the Chemicals Concittee. The minutes deal with the acquisi¬ 
tion of the stocks of the Skoda-Wetzler Plants in Austria. Since, by 
a court ruling, this question has been e limin ated, I shall not discuss 
these docuaents with you. 

I now come to the next exhibit, that is 2079, NI 13356. Hero wo 

are dealing with the subject of Aussig-Falkenau. This is an affidavit 

• ^ 

of Ur. Basch of the Prager-Verein. As far as this subject of the 
acquisition of the Aussig and Falkenau Plants is concerned, I shall 
not discuss these questions with you for the saoe reasons, bocauso 
of tho ruling of the Tribunal. But there are a few points that I 
must discuss with you from another aspect. First of all, on page 1 
of the affidavit, tho second paragraph from the end, tho affiant Basch 
says "The Verein for Chetaische und )*.etallurgische Produktion was found¬ 
ed in 1857 as an Aktiengesellschaft, a Joint stock company*'. Would 
you please ccnnent? 

A. This sentence could of course be misleading. It might soom 
as if this was the so called Prager-Verein. Actually tho Verein for 
Chemische und Uetallurgische P r oduktion was a Oeraan-Austria company 
founded in 1857 which only in 1919, after the dismemberment of Austria, 
became Czech and came into the ownership of the so-called Prager- 
Verein. 

Q. Thank you. Now please look at page 9 of the same document. 
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The second paragraph contains the foilcaring sentence and I quote: 

"Carbide is very inportant for Germany". Would you please be kind 
enough to cconent briefly on that sentence. 

A. Of course* carbide is very important for Germany. But it 
is not, of course, true what is ixplied here, that this carbide pro¬ 
duced at Pa^kenau was to help the German economic potential. This 
carbide was either used for welding or primarily turned into nitrogen 
or lime as a fertilizer to supply that area — that is the Sudetenland, 
and adjacent territory. This aoant no increase of the,potential of 
the rest of Gerainy. In addition the remarks about hydrogen acetate 
chlorinatod acetylene are ccoplete nonsense in the eyes of a chemist 
but I don't hold this against a lawyer. 

Q. Dr. Kuohne, would you please look at pago 17 of the same 
document. In the Gorman text as the top the affiant, Mr. Basch, says, 
and I quote: "The Falkenau factory oxpandod its production of iron 
alloys and carbido. The Aussig factory increased its production of 
chlorine gas and there aro indications that war gasos wore producod 
thore too." Even if Ur. Basch, in the preceding sontenco says that 
ho was told what I have just quoted, that moans it is not his own 
knowledge, nevertheless I want you to consent on it briefly. 

A. I was Just speaking about carbido. As far as I know production 
was not increased because the necessary pewer plants wore lacking. 

Chlorine gas was not expanded intentionally but It was merely a moderniza- 

was intended, and there automatically 

13346 


tion of the chlorine plant that 


never produced at Aussig-Falkonau, 



resulted a snail increase, ^as 3 as was 

and I nay quote the affiant Tienenann, Kuehne Affidavit 68 , Number 68 , 

• * 

Book 2. Dr. Tienenann was the technical head of the Aussig-Falkenau 
plants. He says, and I quote: "The chemical plants Aussig-FaUcenau, 
in the following years — that is after they wero purchased — Speci¬ 
fically since 1939, did not carry on any war production." I quote 
further: "In 1910 the Arrjy Ordnance Office gave us an order to produce 
hexachlorothane from superfluous chlorine. Since the chemical plants 
rofusod to build a special factory for this purpose, an Anqy ownod 
plant was built which we administered as trustees froo 1943 on, on 
behalf of the Amy Ordnance Office." I quote further: "The product 
hoxachlore thane referred to further production of snoko screen agonts." 

I any add that hoxachlorothane, as Mr. Xuglor mentioned, is a completely 

% 

harmless substance which is sorely a preliminary product for tho pro¬ 
duction of smoko screen agonts, but in itsolf it has virtually no 
physiological offoct. 

THE PitESIDQfT: Dr. Nath, perhaps you can indicate now whether 
or not you do dosiro to go on. ITo do not want to put you under too 
much pressuro to conclude tho examination and unless you can concludo 
in tho next fivo or ten minutes I suggest we had bettor rocoas* 

DR. HaTH: i suggest wo rocoss now. It may last fifteen minutes 
or somewhat even longer. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. Then I think tho Marshal r.ould bo 

warranted in tolling the coczdssionjr that after fifteen or twenty 
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or thirty ninutes, at tho cost, vro will ba out of the room and the 
co mis sion will go on tere. The Tribunal will rise until 1:30, 
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AFTERNOON SESSION 
■ ■ - ■■ ■ ■ ■' 1 ■ 

(TV.e hearing reconvened at 1330 hours.) 

THE MARSHAL: The Tribunal is again in session. 

HAJ5 XUEKNE - Resumed 
REDIRECT EXAMINATION - Continued 

SY CR. NATO: 

0 9 

Q.- Dr. Kuohno, before the noon recess we dealt with Bchibit 2079. 

I should like to continue dealing with that exhibit, 'fould you please 
turn to page 18 of that document and concent on the following sentenco? 

I quote: "They", and reference is made to tho plants at Ausslg-Falkenau, 
"were a very welcome place of refuge for a number of war products." 

Would you please concent on that? 

A.- I should like to refer to Dr. Thienenann's affidavit tfiich I al¬ 
ready mentioned before the nonn recess. This is Exhibit Kuohne 68 in 

• 

book 2 there Dr. T.Jicnemann confiras, and 1 quoto: "The chemical plants 

• 0 

Ausslg-Falkenau in the followii^ years, in particular since 1939, car- 

■ 

ried out no mr production". Since Dr. Thienemann was tho technical raana- 

;er of the plant, his testimony i* probably relevant in this connection. 

• . i 

Q.- Dr. Kuehne, I think that will suffice to this matter. 

4 have a few questions now concerning Dr. Ilgnor. 


The affidavit of Dr. Basch which is before us designates Dr. Ilgner, 
in addition to Dr. Zinsser, as the man who was mostly interested in tho 
negotiations. Is that true? 
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» - . 

Schnitzler was in charge of the negotiations. Mr, llgner, as mysolf, was 

only present at these conferences as an expert. 

< • 

Q.- Do you know whether Dr. llgner on the late evening of the 7th of 

0 . 

Deceirber, when a number of disputes came up during the conference, was 
still personally present? 

0 

A.- Mo. I re center exactly that Dr. llgner, approximately at seven 
or eight o'clock in the evening, left the conference room at about 7 or 
8 o'clock, because as I reoeeber he didn't feel vexy well. 

0.- Could you. Dr. Kuehne, perhaps tell us what happened next morning 
when the negotiations continued? What was his attitude toward the other 
contracting partners? 

A.- The negotiations had become somewhat difficult late that evening 
because of the distribution of the convention quotas to the plants of the 
Prager Vore in and to the Farben acquired plants of Auasig-Palkenau. As a 
result, tho atmospJioro had become somewhat tonse. The following morning 
Dr. llgner brought champagne into tho conference room in order to toast 
tho results of the conference and ease the aflmosphero a little. 

Q.- Was that actually the case and was thero a core pleasant atiro- 

sphero among the contracting partners next morning? 

# 

A.- Well, even the evening before the tension wasn't vexy unpleasant 
but it was a little difficult, as it is often the case during negotiations 

"hen there is a difference of opinion with respect to quotas. Next morning 

• 

when everything had been settled, both partners wanted to demonstrate ex¬ 
ternally that they hod no hard feelings toward each other. 

0.- Mow, Dr. Dasch states in his affidavit that Dr. llgner had worn 
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a golden swastika, ''as there any such thing or do you know whether Dr. 

Ilgner ever did possess the golden Party hadge? 

A.- No, as far as I know, there never was a golden 3wadtika. Thoro 

was a so-called golden Party badge which was issued to people vho wore 

0 

aaorg the first one hundred thousand ambers of the party, but Dr. Ilgner 

did not possess the golden Party badge. 

0 « 

Q.- Dr. Kuehne, one nore question to this document. Had you ever had 
an opportunity to observe how Dr. Ilgner behaved generally duriig nego¬ 
tiations pertaining to contracts? 

A.- I often ras with Dr. ‘‘lgner during contract conferences ani 1 . 
nnuit say that Dr. Ilgner was at all times an extremely polite partner to 
the negotiations. 

May I perhaps add something? 

Q.- Go ahead. 

A.- I know Dr. Basch very well. Up to the.time of his departure I was 

0 0 

often with him. Dr. Basch never hid the fact, and we ofton dismissed it, 

0 

that ho did not liko the Germans. In spito of that, our business connect¬ 
ions were wery friendly and polite. I really camot explain how this stylo 

0 

of this document cams about which is actually filled with hatred. Basch, 
after ell, t«3 a cultured lawyer. 

Q.- I think. Dr. Ituehno, that this style is only found nt the end of 

# 

the document and that the Defense will mako some statements about it, in 

particular with rcspoct to the interrogator Belle Mayer. 

0 0 * 

an now turning to the next exhibit, 2080, NI-10722. It is a docu- 
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ment which, after tho Court's ruling on Sudetenland, docs not havo to bo 
explained by oe any yore. 

I non turn to the next cbcuoent. It is Exhibit 2031 and at tho sajoa 

•e % 

tiae I should like to nention tho other two documents. Those are Exhibits 
2062 and 2003. The NI numbers are as follows i 11713, 14029 and 14030. I 
3hould now like to deal with the first document. Exhibit 2081. This is 

a letter by the Goman Reich intermediate with the labor Office at Door- 

• 

drecht, Holland. The document bears the date of tho 29th of November, 1943. 
It is directed to the heed of the Labor Office at Opladon. This doals with 
a violation of a contract by the Dutctean Inking. I want to ask you this 
first of all. On tho 29th of November 1943 were you still the plant loader 
at Leverkusen? 

A.- No, nt that timo I had already givon up my position as plant load- 
or on tho 31st of July, 1939, but nevertheless, 1 should like to assist in 
explaining that document. 
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* 0 

Q.- The Prosecution, when subediting this document, has carmen ted 
on it as follow: It put the question whether or not this document indi¬ 
cated involuntary labor, .'his is a case of foreign worker who did not 
return from his leave and was then reported to tho authorities. Dr. Kuehne 
vwuld you please comment on this document and the statement raado by the 
Prosecution? 

A.- At first I should like to point out that it says horel "concern¬ 
ing violation of work contract." I don't think that one would have con¬ 
cluded contracts with an involuntary wrker. In Germany it was always 

0 

customary, * think different from the United States, to conclude work . 
contracts. The factory regulations of the various plants oontainod periods 
which hoi to be kept bofore the work contract could bo dissolved. I al¬ 
ways knew of such contracts in the plants whore I ns activo, one day's 

notice up to fourteen days' notice. In cases whoro such contracts were 
# 0 
not obsorvod, the daaagnd party could sue. That is, eithor tho enployor 
» • • • 
or the employee. Caaporuction could bo dooanded or, for instonco, a demand 

could hovo boon made for a forcible return to tho place of work by tho 

polico. In other words, it w>uld not have boon a special caso had such a 

violation of tho work contract boon ropertod to tho Labor Office. During 
* 0 

the war, in particular, all firms wore obligated to immediate report such 
violations of contracts. I rofor you to tho document submitted fay tho Pro¬ 
secution in Book 70. *f a firm requested workers, it had to fill out forms 

* • 0 

for that purpbso. Those fonts arc contained in Exhibit 1392, MI-8961, 

Book 70, German pogo 190. 
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H.- English page 128. 

• ^ 

A.- -ou can sco, under paragraph 7b of these fonas, that charges - 

* 0 

that is to say, chan-os of the work place, dismissals from the Wehraacht, 

• S 

Eastern writers, end departure by violation of contract had to be report r 

* 0 

ed. In Other wrds, qy.ee automatically, whenever a request for new work- 
ers was made, any departures of other wrkers It’ violation of their con¬ 
tract had to be reported. Awl her interesting fact bccones apparent from 
these fonas under column 7. I assume that that would bo of particular 
interest to Jud .o "ebert. /.s far as I rciwfcer, Jud o-Hebert asked I'i- 
iUsterialrr.t Stotltfcn’., on tho occasion of his axani-ction, whether the 
trios wore also able to requoat Goruan workers. Stothfang replied "Theo¬ 
retically yos". If one now looks at the request made by '«vorkuaon on the 

• # 

4th of August 1944 for new writers, ono can seo that of 425 workers, 

174 Coman workers were being requests. In that connection, it must bo 
pointed out that these fonts say "when dastpding norven workers only that 
figure is to bo c,rated which is absolutely necessary to cover tho demand." 
Q.- Is it true t'.v'.t this is written in bold typo? 

A.- *os. It furthanuoro says on Uioso forms "wo stato that our reports 
have boon mado according to our best knowledge rod bolisf." In other words, 
it can be seen ftoa those foms that I^vorkusen, oven in 1944, was still 
recuesting r «iwa ::or!:srs as far as that practice ponaitted. Tho Pro¬ 
secution is nron\ therefore whan assorting that 7arbon only wanted fo-_ 
veign worlcors. Tnel.or tho Goman •«or.’<ors were actuary supplied or not 
is another cuostion, but the p'ants coaid oxert no influence on that.They 
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had to take nhr.t t'r.o l-.bor Office sent them. 

Dr. Kuohno, on thr.t fora «*hich was sent to the ^-obor Office tfuch 
you just cuotod, a sonte.ico is contained at the bottom *.*hich reads as fol¬ 
lows. I quote: "The Mrer's regulation for the protection of the araa- 
..lants industry of the 21st of larch 1942 is known to us." Tould you p3.er.se 
tell tho Tribunal tfcefc this reference is to mean? 

A.- This reference veans i-hat has been written iterator up in bold 
t;-po, according to rtuch only those "cnam workors wore to bo requested 

• ”ich noro absolutely .tecoseary becauso in those ensos "these workors v»ro 
always taken fro.: other plants or called back fro* the front line. 

Dr. KuoI.no, you said before that .a violation of a contract, nc- 
cording to '•■orvan Tara, »cs sottled by the firm by -ottirvj the violator 
back to his placo of -®r!c. In this particular caso no hnvo a IXitchr.r.n. Do 
you scan to exprose end did I understand you to ary tint in your opinion 
this refors to a torkor who cano to "on-any voluntarily? 

A.- In rty opinion, yes. As I r.lrordy statod duri:v cross-cxjudnntien 
I hrd not Itnorm up until tho end of 1943 that any workois at all crur.o to ' 
no r-aany in any othor wy but voluntarily. As far as I !wi now, pcoplo 

• oro not forced to co o to 'kmvny fron Holland. That is tfnat I ronvx.ibor. 

• • 

Q.- How, Dr. ICuhhna, as the plant leader of .«vor!cusson you r.'lp.ht un- 

• 0 

dorstand wha.t the possibilities were. Could you, as a plant loader, re¬ 
ject successful!;' any forced workors being ass nod to your plant? "Joro 
you in a position to say to then that sinco they hr.d not cor.* to ‘'-or..-any 
voluntarily you would not accept then? ’fore you in a position to sond thoso 
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workers back to the ^abor Office? Xy second question in connection with 
this question ia this. Did your plant have a production quota during the 
war? 

A.- Perhaps 1 should answer your second question first. From tho wit¬ 
ness stand I have already stated that Icverkusen was declared to be a war 
essential and vital plant. That meant that we wore obligated to produce 

according to what su issued to us in tho production quotas. In addition 

• 

to tho noccsaary raw materials, I had to procuro tho necessary workors. 

Those workors had to be requosted by mo froa the I^bor'Offico and I had 
to tako whatever ms sent to no by tho labor Offico. Had I refused to ac- 
copt those workors assigned to do because I believed that thoy woro not 

4 

voluntary vorkors, I would iaaodintoly havo boon erfcostod and I vould oithor 
havo ondod up in a concentration camp or possibly I might ovon havo boon 
indictod boforo tho People's Court. At that tijoo thoro was a vory nasty 

4 

law on tho disintegration of Go many's military strength for which, ns I 
know, tho doath penalty was givon. 

Q.- Dr. Kuohnc, I shall now lcavo that document and I only havo a fow 
more brief questions in connection with Exhibit 2CC2. This is a documont 

4 

which was signed by tho Gorman expert at tho l«bor ''ffico Hortogenbsoch, 

Holland, diroctod to tho municipal police. *t is dated tho 4th of July 1944 
• • 

and it, therefore, deals with a time when you were no longor in Hjverkuson 
as plant loader. For tho record I should merely like to stato tho follow¬ 
ing. Con it bo soon from this document whether loverkuson did anything with 
respect to the contents of that documont? 
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A.- No, this cannot be concluded free the docunent at all. The lettors 

were neither dircctod to the f irn I.G. Leverkusen nor to the municipality 

of Leverkusen. It res merely directed to the municipality police at Box- 
• • 

tel which, as far as I know, is in Holland. 

• • 0 

Q.- Tho next document, Dr. Kuehno, is Exhibit 20C3, which bears the 
dato of the 21st of July 1941*. It was written by tho samo offico I just 
mentioned, tho Labor Offi ce of Hertogenbosch, Holland, directod^to'the mu¬ 
nicipal police of Boxtol. I shol* spent ay question on that document. Do os 
it havo anything to do with Leverkusen? 

A,- I must at first correct something. ly reply was undo in connection 

with that document, namely the document which was directed to tho munici- 

0 

polity of Boxtel. The Exhibit 2082 is directed to tho municipal polico, but 
it can't bo scon from tho document to idiieh one it was directed, but I think 
my answer has covorod both of thoso documents. Uy answer was that noithor 
of the* had anything to do with Lovorkuson. 

DR. NATO: Your Honor, this concludes my redirect examination. I don't 
know whether tho Prosecution will havo any furthor questions. 
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7 14av lift-A-DC-17-l-Schntib (Rasdcr) 
fiOlPT VI, CASE VI 

RECRCSS EtAlOKivTICH 
Drl. KU58i£, Rosured 

BI UK. SPKrEHrft: 

Q. Dr. Kuehne, before you gave up the position as Botriobs- 
fuohror in lato 19U3, did you over learn frern any sourco that thcro 
nora any involuntary warkors free foreign countries in Goroary? 

A. Mo. Whon Ur, van Strcot cross-caaained no I said that as 
far as I remembered I only learned towards the end of 19^3 of rumors 
about the forcible transfer of workers in Gormmy, that'is, foreign 
workors. 

Q. Now, did all foreign workers at Ievorkuson, while you wore 
still Betriobsfuohror, havo to sign, or have to have, an individual 
works contract or oaploynont contract before they could receive pay? 

A. I am sorry, I can't answer that from memory. Naturally, I 
did not draw up theso contracts aysolf. That was a matter for my labor 
Rocoption Offico. 

Q. You don't kniwr whothor each of the laborers mado individual 
contracts at all then, is that corroct? 

A. No, I cannot toll you that. 

Q. Now, speaking of tho lady that is still to r y right, as I 
understand it that is Frau Kroon, your assistant Dofonso Counsel, is 
that right? 

A.- Yos. 

Q. Thank you. 
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coutr vi, case vi 

THE PRESIDENT: Anything further with the defendant? 

DK. HaTH; &•. President, I think I can now introduce the two 
documents. This is Kuehne Docuaent 119 and 120. I believe that both 
those docunents are before the Tribunal. Kuehne Docuaent 119 vrill 
receivo Exhibit No. 119. It is an affidavit of Alfred Duewoll of 
10 Fobruaiy 19U8. The next docurent bears Kuehne Mo. 120, and it will 
receive Exhibit No. 120. It is an affidavit of Dr. Karl Dobneier. 

And also an affidavit of Dr. ISirtin TTaroecke. Those are tte documents 

• 

which I havo yet to introduce on behalf of the defendant Kuehno. 

THE PRESIDENT; Hew, does any of counsel havo anything to say 
to the Tribunal before wo recess until Uonday noming? liay I ask for 
sano indication of what noobors of the defendants rdll desire tho uso 
of tho Docuaent Rocm this afternoon and what aonbers will wish to attend 
ccflunis si oner's hearing? If soaoono will indicate that to.no, wo can 
stato it on tho record and savo tho trouble of writing fa-mi orders 
of oxcuso, which hop os os sons burdon. 

lot no ask first: T7111 the defendants who would like to have tho 
uso of tho Document Cantor this afternoon hold up thoir hands, ploaso? 

I think Dr. Schmitz wishes to — that was Dr. Schaitz and Dr. von 
Schnitzlcr. Thank you. 

Thon tho defendants Schmitz and von Schnltzlor will bo excused 
for this aftomoon to have access to tho docunonts in tho Docurwnt Contcr 

Now, what defendants would like to attend tho Cosraissionor's tear¬ 
ing whon wo recess? Aro there any of you that would like to do that? 

Dr. Ambros and Dr. Duorrfold. Dr. Anbros and Dr. Duorrfold will 
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bo excused this afternoon to attend the Cccnissionjr's hearing. Xfr, 
Marshal, will you nakc note of this order? 

I nay 3ay to you that tho schedule heretofore announced will bo 
adhered to on Monday and Tuesday. Thero is no disposition on the part 
of the Tribunal to dopart fron that. W e aro hoping, howovor, that by 
Monday a nunber of outstanding docusunts will be availablo So that 
they can rogularly be introduced. But, following that, as wo have 
indicated before, if wo arc delayed by tfw processing of documents, 
wo will nako our record nevertheless by having you give document and 
tentative oxhtbit numbers to tho documents. They will then be admitted 
in ovidcnco subject to tho right of the opposing party to raise quostions 
as to their adsdssiblity. 

Judga Hebert, do you have anything to say with roforonco to any 
other part of the progran? 

Tho Tribunal is new in recess until nine o'clock Monday aorning. 

(Tho Tribunal recessed until 0900 hours 10 May 1918.) 
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Under directives of-United States Military Tribunal No# 6, 
tostlnony of witnesses listed below was required to bo taken before 
the undersigned Cosilssioaer. Pursuant thereto the said Connissionor 
has conducted hearings at whioh the following witnesses have Ailly 
tostifiedi 


Date 


Horn of Witness 

Offioiul Transoript 

0 April 19l*8 


••alter uarliaont 

10075-10907 

9 April 191*0 


Kurt Krueger 

11128-11163 

12 April 19W 


Kori neber 

11165-11175 

12 April 19U8 


Paula aster 

11177-11199 

13 April 1918 


Ernst Struso 

11293-11358 

11I*U*-111*90 

lli April 191*0 

A 

Christian Eahn 

15 April 191*0 


■ n 

11587-11612 

16 April 191*8 


Bernhard Sohoenor 

11706-11723 

19 April 191*0 


Adalbert Foindal 

11827-1161*1 

20 April 191*6 


Josef Grobel 

1181*2-11860 

20 April 191*6 


Gustav Plstor 

11061-11870 

21 April 191*0 


Sail de Haas 

. 12090-12128 

21 April 191*8 
23 April 19b8 


Heinrich Sohuh 

12129-1211*0 

A 

Heinrich Sohlndler 

12337-12370 

28 April 191*8 


■ « 

12707-12777 

26 April 191*8 


nalter Kilcuth 

121*61-121*90 

26 April 191*8 

27 April 19 13 


Hans Sauor 

VllhelB Duollborg 

12500-12512 
12590-12621 

29 April 191*8 


Theo Goldschcidt . 

12871-12909 

29 April 191*0 

A 

-nton Aelthlnger 

12910-12953 

30 -pril 191*8 

29 **prll 191*8 

A 

■ ■ 

Rudolf von Sprotty 

13075-13092 
12951*-12960 

30 .»pr 11 191*8 


e " n 

13065-13075 

30 *»prll 19 13. 


Audolf Scheldt 

13093-13133 

5 Any 191*8 

A 

e a 

13620-13629 

6 hay 191*8 


■ ft 

13651-13719 

3 hay 19L6 


Wolfgang «lt 

1321*6-13269 

3 hsy 191*0 


Carl Gadow 

13271-13291 

3 hay 191*0 

1* hay 19U3 

A 

Kurt Hartccnn 

■ « 

13292-13316 

13U2-13U50 

l hay 191*0 


Frits Dion 

131*50-131*60 

1* hay 19UJ 


Kurt E is fold 

131*61-131*79 

1* liay 191*0 


adolf Taub 

131*00-131*09 

5 hay 191*8 


Ernst Struss (for Pros#) 

13\66-13619 

6 Uy 191*0 

A 

Werner Schclts 

13720-13735 

7 hay 191*6 


■ ■ 

13861-13891 

10 hay 191*6 


Uax Winkler 

11*173-11*181 

10 hay 191*8 


Frits Hirsch 

11*195-11*209 

10 hay 1916 


Ernst Krasohwskl 

11*10-11*220 

10 hay 191*8 

A 

Frar.s Fuerstonberg 

11*221-11*21*5 

11*377-11*381* 

ll hey 19L8 


• ■ 

11 hay 1910 


Heinz Savolsborg 

11*367-11*1*21* 

11 hay 191*8 


Karl (iunscheldt 

11*1*25-11*1*39 

11 hey 19lfl 


Reinhold 

11*1*1*0-11*1*55 

11*182-11*191* 

10 hay 191*6 


Friodrich Selcher 


During the said proceedings the following exhibits have 
been offered in 6vldeaoei 






Offioial 


exhibit 


SI io. 


FS 2353 C 
L79 
11*036- 
11*031* 


10899 

10901, 

111*45 

11182 


15070 

11*36 

11*32 

15062 

15063 
11*57 
13521* 
11*56 
11*51 
11*52 
11 * 011 * 
11*039 
13081, 
10532 

10528 

109C7 

13525 

15021 

5763 

1511*5 

1511*6 

861.7 


11183 

11302 

11312 

11327 

11330 

111*68 

111*73 

111*73 

111*85 

111*76 

111*82 

II83U 

.1181*8 

12615 

12616 


12706 

12733 

12878 

12915 

12921 

12923 

12927 

12933 

1291* 

13106 

13111 

13126 

13620 

13286 

13728 

13730 

11*382 

11*392 


15132 

1511* 

11*093 

13531* 

15215 

15260 

15173 

7637 

7666 

15290 

15296 


I, the undorslgnod CorrAssloner, do hereby oortlfy that tha 
aforesaid official transoript pages oooprlse a full, truo and oorroot 
report of such proceedings, tost loony and evldonoo hoard and rooordod 
therein before bo« 


Dated at hurnbere, Oerrnny, kay 28, 19l*8 
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Ccz-olssionor of Tribunal No. 
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CO 1ST VI VI 
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Official Transcript of hearing before a Commissioner for 
Military Tribunal VI, Case VI, in the matter of tho' 

United States of Aaorica against Karl Krauch, ct al, 
defendants, sitting at Humberg, Germany, on 7 May 1940, 
Ccooissionor Johnson ?. Crawford, presiding. 

THE C(Ab. I j S IONgt; The record will show that this is a Commissioner's 
hearing for Tribunal Number VI. 

C303S ZX/uZH-aTION — Continued 
*28122 SCIiUTZ — Resumed 

BY uA. KRUK: 

<4. Before tho recess yesterday, i.o discussed the minutos of tho Paris 
me-tings at tho aid of November 1940 uilich wore drawn up by you. This was 
our exhibit 1269. Please toll us, to whom did you send your reports in 
your negotiations with Rionc-Poulcnc? 

A. Thoso minutos served only internal purposes. They wore drawn up 
for tho purposo of information of difforent departments within tlio firm. 

Tho transcript wont to Dr. Groboi, nho was at tho tioo my suporior, llr. 

Mann, and also Profossor Horloin. TT.icthcr Dr. Bruoggaaann rocoivod it, 
that I don't raeobori But I believe, he did. 

•J. Now, tho notes you aa-.o, or tho rocords you drow up in this connect¬ 
ion, woro thoy only for intor-offico uso, or did you also said copios to 
tho Goman authorities? 

A. Tho Goman authorities, in those casos, received a special repro¬ 
duction, or thoy received exerpts froa our transcripts. 



4. Now turning to your afiid.vit of 11 March 1940, Mann exhibit 
279, his document 390, Mann Cook V, page 125. This affidavit dealing 
with figures is rather involved, and I would like to analyze with you, itom 
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COiuJbSlON 

• 

by item, those figures, in order to see somewhat cloarly. Is this 
affidavit before you? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Will you please turn to pago 1? Do you sec that the liccnso foes 
paid to Bayer noro than compensated for the advantages Rhonc-Poulcnc had 
under contracts II and in? Hem, to clarify this matter, the liccnso fees 
of 43,000,000 francs wore paid by R!»nc-Poulaic to Bayer in tho first 
agreement, the so-called License Agreement of December 30, 1940, is that 
right? 

A. Yos, that's correct. Tho licenses wore paid oh tho basis oT 
Contract I, but, as can be soon from my affidavit, tho *ord old license 
foes... 

q. Now, undor tho headline, -License Pees basod on tho Old Contracts". 
This is page 2 at tho bottom of your affidavit. You mentionod Uoranyl. To 
make it clear for tho record, in this paragraph you meant to say that undor 
provious agreements Bayer, in its turn, had to pay liccnso foos to Rlx>no- 
Poulonc, is that correct? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Is that what you phrased on page 2, bottom, I quoto: 

"Tho payment of liccnso foos i.-as reversed", or, as you put it in 
Gorman, "For which a reversal of liccnso payments took place". 

A. Will you please ropcat the cuostion. I am afraid I did not under¬ 
stand it. 

Q. At the bottom of page 2, there you say, "Tho payment of liconso 
foes was rovorsod," and uy cuostion is, do you mean to say by that that in 
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tho Moranyl case, Rhonc-Poulcnc bbs excused as a liccns; agreement from 
continuing the payment of royalties to Rhcrtc-Pouicnc? 

A. The ease *13 as follows: Befaro the war, thoro was a license 
agrccncnt in existence between Rhonc-Poulcnc and ourselves about L’oranyl 
and liarginol. These arc the tiro parallel products. In this Contract, it 
was provided that tho profits would be paid into a pool by both firas, and 
that this pool then, in the ratio of 70 to 30, would bo distributed between 

then. 

Q. Just a moment. Who got tha 7056? 

A. 30* of tho profits wont to Rhonc-Poulcnc, and 70* of the profits 
to Bayor. In practico it cauo out Ulco this, that Rhono-Poulcnc did not 
soli anything of their products almost, so that Bayer paid Rhono-Poulonc. 
This situation already onco occurred in 1929 and 1930, and lod to a 
discussion in correspondence between ourselves and Rhono-Poulcnc, I wish 
to add something to this. Tho priority was, without doubt, with Bayer in 
this particular caso, and no boliovod that it was unjustified, which wo, 
at tho time, already pointed out, but Bayor still remained tho paying 
partner to Rhono-Poulcnc. 

4. But during tho mr you. vent on making such paymonts, is that right? 

A. After the i*.r, no. Until the war began, yes, 

Q. Now, isn't it true that payments made by Bayor to Rhono-Poulonc 
undor this previous agrccncnt concerning moranyl which were now discont¬ 
inued, that theso royalties had been rather considerable? 

A. Of course, I cannot give you the exact figures free memory. I 
estimate that on tho average •.» .xvid, per year, about 25,000 marks, which 
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COMilSSION 

wore equal, at that tine, to 500,000 French francs. That is the sum that 
we gave to Rhone-Poulenc. 

ii. Now you will again be shoan your interrogation, HI-13561. If 
you will please turn to page 10, I shall read to you one question and one 
answer. Speaking of these royalties, I asked you: 

"Have you any idea to what payments to Rbone-Poulenc these uoranyl 
agreements had led? 

"A: I cannot give you any facts. I only know that a few years after 
the agreement had been made, we had to pay several hundred thousand Reich- 
omarks to .the French." 

Now, do you recall that this was your statement? 

A. Yes, and that also applies. That is correct, these several hundred 
thousand Reichsmarks, and the so:>e is true of the smaller payments before 

the war. If you follow the license payments during 15 or 17 yoars, one 

# 

will find out that the first years realised extremely high sales figures, 
while aftorwards, they wore considerably reduced. 

Q. Now, in the last paragraph of pago 1 of your affidavit, you rofor 
to mutual deliveries which were pending and not paid for when tho liberation 
of France took place in 1944. You then state that you disregarded, in your 
affidavit, what you owed Rhono-Poulonc at tho time, and vico vor3a, what 
Rhono-Poulonc owed you. Is it correct that your unpaid balance, that is 
the amount you owed Rhonc-Pouicnc at tho time amounted to 12,830,276 French 
francs, while Rhono-Poulonc owed you Just 500,000 francs? Is that correct? 

A. 7111 you please ropoat ihat last question, kr. Ncwuan, and I 
rrould like to ask you, could you .-erhaps simplify your questions a bit, 
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because by the time I get tho interpretations. . . 

Q. I can change that. How, zay question was. Is it correct that 
those mutual deliveries which were not yet paid for in 1944 amounted to 
12,830,276 French francs owed by Bayer to Rhone Poulenc, while, vico 
versa, Rhone Poulenc owed you just 500,000 francs? 

A. I tried, in Leverkusen, to make an exact chart of those figuros, 
but since tho bills were scattered among various I«C.- officos, for instance, 
also in tho closed up Central Department for Sales in Berlin, I was not 
able to find all the documents concerning this particular case. It may 
be possible that this figure of 12,000,000 is tho result. 

Q. Just a nooent. Hot/ about your 500,000 francs, is that correct? 

A. No, I don't think that is correct, for in our bookkeoping 
dopartmont in Lovorkuson I found out that noro than 120,000 marks woro not 
paid by Rhone-Poulenc, and those than would be ooro than 2,000,000. 

Q. Non, when weighing the advantages and disadvanUgos, you state, 
and I quote from page 1 , number 2 of your affidavit, that "tho liconso pro¬ 
ducts govemod by the pre-war agreements woro taken over into tho now 
agroaments at tho provious ratos." How, isn't it true that tho pro-war 
agreements under which Rhono-Poulcnc paid royalties to Boyer lero ontorod 
into for a period of 15 years or souotimos, 20 years? 

A. Yes, that's correct. 

Q. Isn't it true that the most important of those pro-war agreements, 
the 3tabrin agreement, <03 to axpiro in 1949? 

A. Yos, that's correct also. 

Q. Isn't it true that one .rc-nar agrcooont which had the longest 
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lifetime was to expire in 1961? 

A. Yes, that's correct. 

0 . Hon, when making your affidavit, and when supplementing it in 
court yosterday, were you anarc that tho license agreement of Dcccubcr 30, 
19A0, nas entered into for a 50-yoar period? It is up to tho end of 
1990.- 

A. Yos, in this ease no too!: the period of 50 years on purpose 
bccauso it wis important to uo to draw up tho wholo production of RI>ono- 
Poulcnc for this period of 50 years, just as tho contract itself runs for 
that period. 

a. How you emphasised yesterday that it nas an additional big 
advantago for Rhone-Poulenc, worth at loast 3,000,000 Francs, that Da:-or 
v«iivod royalties due under tho old agrococnts for tho tine beginning 
September 1939 and ending Doccnbar 1940. It is for about 16 months. Did 
I correctly understand you to tils offcct? 

A. Yos. 

Q.. Non, isn't it true that vndor the new liccnso agrooexmt Rhono 
Poulenc's obligation to pay sueh royalties was extonded from tho ori;tinal 
8 years, or at the utoost, 20 years, to 50 years, so that Rhcno-Poulono 
saved royalties for 16 months bet lud to undortalcc to jay royalties for 
a period which was extondod by 30 to 40 years? Is that correct? 

A. Yes, that's correct. 

vj. How, your affidavit proceeds on tho fact that for tho first threo 
years. Rhone-foulcnc paid 43,000,000 French francs to Bayer, but tliat more 
than 10 , 000,000 francs would lave boca paid anyhow under tho old ngroanents. 
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A. Yes , that's correct* 

». Do «<c non agree, tlvat fret: 1949 ort, this 10,000,000 franc item would 
have been decreased, and coeplctoly disappeared in 1961? 

A. No, for according to tl;c non contract. . . 

0. Ignoring tho new contract. Under the old agreements. 

A. Yes, they would have expired in the years which were, of courso, 
sot forth. 

Q. Is this in tho affidavit before us, or in any other of your 10 
affidavits? If so, please drat; cf attention to such rofcroncos. 

A. No, I never roferred to that, for I believed it would bo ny 
duty to Juxtaposo to this concordad payment of 43,000,000 what firm of 
Rliono-Poulcnc got free us during tic souo period. I saw my dutj* in tho 
fact to sot up this actual payment of 43,000,000 with the sorvicos tluit 
Bayer rendered to Rhonc-Poulcnc during the same period of timo. 

2. Turning to page 2 of your affidavit, when you spook of atabrino in 
tho second half of tho pago, you figure out a profit of 13,000,000 French 
francs for Rhonc-Poulcnc. 'fcro you avero of tho fact that Franco had to 
pay a tax of 400 francs per kilogrc-., and did you reduce tho profits 
allegedly made by Rhonc-Poulcnc accordingly, that is, by 26,000 tines 
400, which is oqual to about trn a.rf ano-half nil lion fr-ncs? 

A. Tos, of course, and in connection with this, I can give you 
oxact information ovoi. I tdlX explain. . . 

Q. You J«avo answered u? question by saying that you considered this 

400 francs. Now, you said a^'in, on page 2, under tho heading, "License 

Foes Paid from Rhonc-Poulcnc, roforrr-ng to atabrino," and I quote, "During 
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the period of t'rc agrccacnt, Riwac-Poulcrtc paid to Bayer a total of francs, 
9,411,030 in respect to ata'orinc. Loro thart fffi of this amount refor to 
deliveries nadc to Bayor, a.id auch less than 5% referred to direct sales 
to third parties." 

Now, isn't it true that up to the end of 1942, of Rhonc-Poulcnc 
atabrinc shipments went to the French adainistration, and just 5<&, not 

95, to Bayer? 

a. According to ny investigation, I do not believe that's right. 

Q. '/hat is the aourco of your information? 

A. I was ablo to calculate that on the basis of shipments to Bayor, 
which percentages of tho total shipments of atabrinc ncro sent to us in 
tho form of sales. In the covxsc of this, I found out that almost tho 
ontiro amount of license pajuents Rlonc-Poulonc refers to shipments uado 
to Bayer. 

Q. Will you picaso toll us how you did find this out? 

A. On tho basis of license payments, wo know the porcontagp that 
Rhone-Poulonc had to pay to us. Tc uultiplicd that accordingly, thon addod 
the ovorted which Rhoro-Poulenc, according to tho contract, woe allovrod to 
subtract boforo tho calculations of their liccnso payments, end that is 
how wo got tho sales prico for atabrin. If wo compare this figure, idth 
tho total amount of 26,000 kilogram, you wUl find that the practicality 
of tho whole liccnso paytents was made for shipments to us. 
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-c Now, If I correctly understand, page 3 of your affidavit 
under the heading, "Dolantln Deliveries to Specie", you are now 
no longer speaking of the license agreement 1 but you go over to 
the second contract of March 1941, Is that correct? 

A Yes, that is right. 

Cc Now, on the se ond contract of March 28, '41,were 
any license fees paid by Bayer to Rhone Poulenc under said 
agreement? 

A No, for Rhono-Poulenc did not offer us any product whloh 
we were able to utilize by sales. 

Q Did Hhone-Poulenc take over more than 2 or 3 producte 
from Bayer under this agreement? 

A From a total number of about 9 or 10 products which we 
offered_te Rhone Poulenc, the French firm took over 3 products, 
Dolantln, Svlpan, and Periston. 

** Now, at the same olace you mention that Bayer received 
321,563 francs license fees for Dolantln. You then estimate tha’ 
this Is tantamount to turnover on the side of Rhone-Poulenc of 
about 4,000,000 French francs. 

«t Now, wasn't the license fee 10 percent ef the turnover 
under the second agreement? 

A No, 10 percent minus the overhead—Yes, 10 poroent minus 
the overhead expenses. 

Now, did you figure then that 10 times 321,000 Is approx 


lraately 4,000,000? 


13869 






7 May 1948-M-MSD-8-2-Sp e ars (Relecher. Lea) 
Court VI, Case VI COiMSSld# 


A Ten tinea the license fee would oe 3,200,000, but to 
this 3,200,000, I gave a conservative estimate of 25 percent 
overhead, which would give me the reiult of 4 , 000 , 000 . 

C* And when calculating the profit, you include the ex¬ 
penses, is that right? 

A YeB. I took 15 percent of the sales of the turnover 
of Dolantin in this case, for the price was correct and the 
product was new and was successful. 

^ Now ' as t0 the profit, you estimated, isn't it true, 

jm 

that a very small turnover for a period of two years of two 
years of the product which --as Just in the process of being laun¬ 
ched could certainly yield no profits? 

A rt hone-Poulenc, of course, had no expenses for this 
product at all. Rhone-Poulenc received a product that was 
ready for putting on the market without having any costs 
in laboratories, research, and 60 forth. 

4 Now, when making your affidavit, did you have any indi¬ 
cation that Rhone-Poulenc, of course, had no expenses for this 
product at all. ^hone-Poulenc received a product that was 
ready for putting on the market without having any costs in 
laboratories, research, and so forth. 

Now, when making your affidavit, did you have any indi¬ 
cation that Hhone-Poulenc actually made a profit? 

A Of course, I didn't look 'nto the books of Rhone-Pouleno, 

out these figures I calculated according — on the oasis of my 
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general experience and m connection with that I kept in mind 
the conditions that I knew from — during the var in France. 

i* You then mentioned Pyridln deliveries bj Bayer to 
n hone-Poulenc and redeliveries of sulpha-pyridin by Rhone- 
Poulenc to Bayer. These are pages 3 to 5 of your affidavit. 

Mow, first of all, this was in the framework of the second con¬ 
tract? 

A No. That «as a contract which was entirely outside 
of the actually concluded contract. 

3 As to the importance of these deliveries, isn't it 
true that the entire business Rhone-Poulenc had with German, 
that is„ German firms generally, not only I.G. Faroon, that 
this Entire business during the var amounted to less than 4 per¬ 
cent of Rhone-Poulono's entire turnover? 

A Yes. This percentage of 4 percent, I, of course, cannot 
prove on my part, but I would say the following. Rhone- 
Poulenc, that is, Mr. Trier, and Mr, Foech, once gevo thoir whole 
pharmaceutical turnover in Leverkusen for an amount designated 
from bills in ^evarkusen, we had altogether 148,000,000 francs 
or rather we had received those from the French. That is within 
hardly two and a half years. Thus this does not correspond in 
P ny way «*th the statements of Phone -Poulenc neither with the 
turnover ncr with tna oercontage, 

-i You would figure that it was about 20 percent, if I 
correctly understand you? 
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A 


'fell, without any exact calculat'on, 


this Is 


difficult 


to say. 

'<* "ut the oasis of your theory Is r 'tween 50 end 60 Million 

• * 

a y*ar? 

A fes, chat le approximately coriect. 

««, Now, “hone-Poulenc paid to T-ryer a conoensacion 
of 1 , 000,000 fren‘8 for Saysr's waiving of future sales of 
pharmaceutical In France, Isn't that true? 

A I don : t think the answer wa6 — the question was 
nut properly, fould you please repeat it? 

1 Did dhone-Poulenc pay to Bayer a oonpensation of 
1 , 000,000 franc8 for layer's waiving Its future sales of pher- 
aacautlcals In F.ance In 1942? 

A No, It isn't nice that, i’he Rhone-Poulenc firm paid 
1,000,000 francs to i.nyer for - Ayer retiring from the French 
chemical business. 

% Now, did you consider this point in any of your affidavi 


and pa tlcularly in your affidavit ->f March 11, 1S48, Sxhloit 
279, if so, will you please tell no where? 

A No, that sas net calculated — that was not concluded 
because chera -as e return output oy 3ayer which cancelled 
Itself. 


HR. KTf.'JAN; “r. Comics?oner. X hrvo no further questions, 

Sir. 


DR. TUEPJC; Tuerk, assistant for Dr. 3erndt for the defend¬ 


ant, Mann 
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REDIRECT OtAlitHATTdN 

BY DR. TU2JUC: 

■* Mr. Schmitz, the prosecutor asked you during cross 
examination a out your affidavit, Mann Exhibit 185, whether 
you informed the gentlemen of Rhone-Peulenc that the work¬ 
ing out of the patent department, Leverkusen, *”as passed on to 
the German A.-mistice Delegation. In order to refresh your 
memory, Kr. N»*man showed you a new document, Prosecution 
Bxhlolt 2345, that is a letter from the pacent department, 
L*verkusen, of 10 February 1941, which again had reference 
to a lec.er of the Vipo Berlin. I **ant to show you this 
document once more and for basis of ny further questions, 
please read the second sentence. 

A The foreign office wants to pass them on to the German 
Armistice Delegation, which on its part is to submit it to 
the Frenchmen. 

% Do you recall, Mr. Schmitz, what the Reich Justice 
Ministry had to say about tho petition of the patent department 
In Leverkusen. 

A The Reich Justice Ministry answered that for the time 
being it does not want to do anything about this mactsr, that 
It wants to postpone It, since It does not intend to Interfere 
in the ln-ernal legislation of France. 

% Do you think, M r . Schnltz ~ do you mean the letter of 
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the Reich Justice «* nlstrjr bf 26 Hprch l94oj that le, Document 
Kann-559, Sxhi'oit 184? I will shov ybU thi6 now* 

A ^es, the first sentence is sufficient. 
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< ‘^ould you please look at the original photostat which 
t j^pve you, too, and will you tell ne whether this letter of 
the Reich Justice Ministry or the accompanying letter Was signed 
by you? 

A *es. It contains a handwritten notice by myself and my 
initials. 

* Is the situation clear to you now, and what do you say 
now about the question as to whether you informed the French that 
the reoort to the Reich Justice Ministry of 10 October was 
passed on to the Armistice Delegation? 

A I don't think thac the report was passed on to the 
Armistice Delegation, and I do not recall having negotiated with 
the French about this point. 

% Thank you. During the cross examination the prosecutor 

showed you another document, that is a letter of Hr. Faure- 

3eaulleu of 3ayer of 28 December 1940, which was introduced 

y”8terdey as Ixhlblt 2346. In this connection, the proseoutor 

OBiced you whether Rhone-Poulenc was In n bad position because of 

the fact $hot Rhone-Poulenc in order to produc* 3ayer oroducts 

had to pay royallties which every other producer in France could 

also undertake. You answered this question that there were no • 

s 

such other finis since this case was not probable because the 
production of 3ayer products needed complicated machinery as 
only Rhone-Poulenc had them. Did this answer of you® also 
refer to the products of the first agreement? 
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A '/ell, ^hone-Poulenc wqs already producing them, and prac¬ 
tically speaking* Rhohe-Poulenc vps the only delivering firm 
fron France. I do know an exception. 

One moment oleaee. Did Rhone-Pouleno submit any case 
to Bayer lh which the right to be the sole producer was 
endangered in any way? 

A No, I do not recall that **hone-Poulenc told us anything 
like that ever. 

< Wasn't there a case about the firm Houssel, or Is that 
an error on my part? 

A No. 

4 That was the matter then? 

A Tnat was the only crse which I wanted to mention before 

s, How did Boyer conduct Itself there? 

A Ve had a pre-war agreement with the nouseel firm, and 
we flssolved that treaty so that the adventrges of the 
second agreement in the field under question—in question, 
that lo, sulfonamides company also oe of profit to *hone- 
Poulenc — of benefit to rthone-Poulenc. 

3 Did Rhone-Poulenc recognlte this conduct of Bayer 
in any • ay? 

A I don't renemoer of any vrltten message, out on 

an — in a session In a conference Professor rloerloin told 

the French about our separation from “oussel which the 

French welcomed very much. I -ant to mention erpreesly that 
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when Bayer separated from “ouesel,. it waived an amount of 
5,000,000 franca, which practiehi jf speaking, we Just wrote 
off in order to prove to Rhone-Poulenc our loyal cooperation. 

w. In the cross examination aoout your affidavit, Hann 
Exhibit 201 and Mann Affidavit 211, you were asked about 
the negotiations with Rhone-Poulenc of 29 November and of 
2 Decern :v 1940, and the prosecutor showed you your Inter¬ 
rogation under ®ath wr.lch he offered as r rosecutlon Exhibit 
234*7. In this connection, you v-re asked from what German 
autnorltles one might expect an Interference, pnd If I 
understood you correctly, you mentioned the behavior of the 
Reich .Unlstry of Justice, r.s It «ae known from conferences 
end from minutes and records, fas the Reich Economics Ministry 
your only source of information and the only authority which 
had to say anything about relations with foreign firms? 

A No. In Paris there "as the so-called German Economic 
Staff which -as practically speaking as Important for us as far 
as the French conditions were concerned as the Reich li’nlstry 
of Economics Itself. 

<* Wore chore also prty agencies which concerned them¬ 
selves about relations with countries abroad? 

A *as, the so-called foreign organization of the perty— 
abbreviated A.O. 

% hat opinions of these agencies and authorities were 
known to you at that time? 
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A A he German official agencies wanted a connection In 
cooperation with the French industry — French economy because 
they intended to form organirat ions, as we knew them for a 
long time in Germany. 

a 

% Do you know that chore v.»re also oeo.Ce who asked a 
complete stoppage of French industry? 

A ^es, on the occasion of a conference in 3erlln in 
October 1940 wa h ard from an official of the Reich Sconomico 
K nlstry that some firm, or the director of one of these 
firms had demanded that the French pharmaceutical industry be 
discontinued with the reason that the German pharmaceutical 
industry was enough to take care of the requirements. 

4 *‘r. Schmitt, from the neat minutes about tho conference 
in Berlin — in Paris, November, December, that is Prosecution 
Exhibit 1269, the prosecutor shoved you a passage in whioh you 
reported about the oug-rest on of Mr. *relle to pay royalties 
for the products in which Bayer had a priority which -os also 
recognlred by Rhono-Poulenc, as it a»ye in thesa minutes, and 
the persecutor asked you whether this offer was made in 
connection with the note of Mr. Mann that Ahone-Poulenc would 
later regret that Bnone-Poulenc had not exploited the prepared¬ 
ness to negotiate, which existed on the part of 3ayer. I am 
not sure whether «r. io~aan U63d the expression "indication" 
or "threat" out it seems necessary for me to clarify this, 
that you should briefly explain now and with what words and wh> 
sense *r. Mann expressed hie fears to Rhone-Poulenc. 
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A ’fe vent to Pari8 at that time in or ter to conclude 
an agreement — a private enterprise agreement with Rhone-. 
Poulenc. As I said yesterday, we !:new the opinion which wa.s 
prevalent in ©erlin. On the oth r hand, va wanted to get 
ah?ed of che expected armistice conditions by this treaty. 

Ye Intended concluding a real cooperation with them which would 
not have seemed possible for us by using pressure. 




* 
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Q itr. Sotaitz, that doos notacactly answer ny question. 

I askod you how !ir. Ifcnn at the end of the first phase of thoso 
negotiations expressed hinsolf towards tho gontlxsen—and I am doing 
then in order that you cay understand tho pirposo of tho question and 
to clarify tho questions of itr. Neman—that is, to find out what tho 
connoction wes betwoen Hr. Grillot and tho question of Hr. Nowuan. 

A tr. Mann rogrettod very much that tho French did not want 
to agreo to our plans for cooperation, and ho told thoso people that of 
course tho Gcroan agencios who TOro intorostod in this would havo to 
bo infomod to that effoct by him Ho rogrotted vory nuch that tho 
French would not accept hia proforrod hand for cooporation bocauso 
in tho othor caso thoy probably would got a naro discdvantagoais doal 
out of it, 

Q Tfas it your impression tliat tho man had exprossod a tliroct? 

* I alroady roJoctod tho word “ threat" yostorday. ’To vforo 
sitting thoro as Ixisinosa ’ion *»ho scootiuofl nogntiatod quite livoly, 
but as for any throat, no such throat was ovor nado by our sido, and 
I don't think that ono can find any indication to thot offoct in ny 
records. 

Q Hr, Schaitz, I now caao to tho questions in tho cross 
examination askod about your affidarit, Docuaont Mann 390, Exhibit 
279, Tho orosecutor asked you whothor in raking out tho atebrin 
bill that refers to tho 30 million French francs, yai considered tho 
taxes? Since there cro so no unclaritios hero, would yai picas o ox- 
plain this ctabrin bill to Franco 

* I said before that I an in a position to explain this 
bill very oxactly. Tho French dcaandod fren us a price of 190 narks 
per kilo. Tho French night have net icod sy astonislr.ont when thoy 
Eontioncd this price because at most uc had oxpoctod a erica of 100 
narks. Thoy adaittod that they would be in a position to redico tho 
price, but they could not ask for any loss bocauso they considered 

—*•“ tr *>» ’*»»«*«*♦. price they could pay to their authorities. 
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In order to *ajot us half way, they thaasolvcs suggested that the de¬ 
liveries be included in the license agremont. They also told us 
about their expenses which wore based on 190 narks. That is al¬ 
together 67.50 Roichsnarks. As the actual namfacturing price which 
thoy achiovod, they naaod 123 narks 50 pfennig. If I now say that wo 
in Elberfold had a price of 1*5 narks par kilo for this proAict and 
the French had 123 narks,50 for that product—that is alnost throe 
tines as much—than 5 narks profit par kilo would bo aoro than nodost. 

I think that if one wore to look into tho books of Rhono-Poulonc, ono 
would find that thoy :tado U> to 50 narks profit p.r kilo. They did 
not namfacturo any noro cxponsivoly than wo did because at that time 
tho expenses in Go many and in Franco woro apjx-oxinatoly tho sane. 

Q In tho cross examination, tho prosocutor also nontionod 
tho nutual dobts which still existed at tho ond of tho war. Could one 
dotomino at that tino at all if and what paynonts or if such dolivorios 
had roachfcd tho fires on tho basis of which thoso dobts woro in exist¬ 
ence? 

A No. As I have already said, I had tho groatost difficul¬ 
ties in Lovorkuson. I could not dotomino exactly what dolivorios 
had arrived in our plants and in tho Fronch plants, and what bills 
had still not boon paid. I could noroly dotomino in tho accounts 
about our customers, aixi there woro Rhona-Poulonc ervi some other firms 
included in that. In tho authority for foroign oxchango, wo had 
statod about 125,000 marks as bills not yot paid. Tho bill on tho 
othor si do ran into difficulties because tho bills woro in Berlin at 
tho Central Purchasing Coenission and thoy got lost in tho confusion 
when Berlin was captured. Tho offico has not boon dissolvod. 

Q If I understand you correctly, you coraidor tho figuros 

* H 

aontioned by you as absolutely insucuro? 

A les, tho figircs aro not c ertain; at least I cannot provo 
thre fren any Material available in Gereany. It might bo that wo 

- - , «*, wranoo- but thoso suns did not reach the coffori 
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of Rhono-Pailonc via the banks. This is southing which I Cannot 
confirn definitely though. 

Q The prosecutor asked yai when discussing your affidavit 
Itmn Exhibit 279 about the old agroor-ont about ’torenyl. If I under¬ 
stood ycu corroctly, when you answered that you said that in Itoraryl, 
the priority in view of tha invention and salo of this product lay 
with Bayor. 

A Yos. Bocauso of that fact, that tho quota was fixed at 
70 for Bayor and 30 for Rhono-Poulonc. 
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Q "id I also understand you corroctly when you answored the 
prosecutor that the payments from the Rhono-Pd^enc recoivod fren tho 
coaaon pool at tho amount of 30 por cont woro just justified bocauso 
Rhona-Pculonc had practically not sold anything? » 

A Yes. Actually that is so bocauso thoro is a corrospondonoo 
which contains a sorious difference of opinion abcut this botwoon 
Rhonc-Poulonc end oursolrus. 

Q To what poriod of tioo did this pool extend? 

A 1 think sinco 1926. 

Q ^hen tho prosocutor askod yew which predicts woro grantod 
to Rhonc-Pcxilonc in ceeplianco with agroor.cnt 2, you mentioned throo 
prodicts, Kay I ask yew what abort thoso prodicts and that nachinory 
which Bayor braight in roforonco to Thoraplix? 

A That was tho root of tho aasortnont. 

C M ow nany prodicts wore thoso? 

A i horo woro about 90 products availablo, of which Thoraplix 
gradually took ovor 62 . 

Q Do you know what Rhono-Poulonc in connoction with Agroo- 
oont 2 and 3 granted to Bayor or Thoraplix in tho form of liconsos? 

A Pardon no. Will yew ploaso ropoat that. 

Q In connection with this question, do you know how many 
prodicts and substanoos tho Ithono-Poulonc undo availablo to Bayor and 
Thoraplix? 

A Rhono-Poulonc did not noko any products availablo to 
Thoraplix, oven though it prcciisod to do so when tho negotiations 
woro going on. Wo ourselves, as I havo alroaefcr said, did not take 
over ary product fron Rhone-Poulenc, bocauso in tho period mentioned 
in the agreoaont it was not ablo to offer us any suitable product. 

Q Y-ju mentioned that Bayer, on tho basis of license agroe- 
aont 2, made tho substances poratjn and poriston to Rhono-Poulonc for 
licensing, and tho prosocutor pit to you in tho cross examination 
- v.,... a nproropnt Ife. 1 was to bo valid for 50 years and 
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that tho liconso cgroeccnt 2 t»as alio for $0 yoars* In this cormoc- 
tion, let mo ask yew this: in what tinu do^s tho prodict ronain on 
tho narkot on the bo sis of tho oxporionco which Bayor rado in this 
twsinoss. 

A That is why wo choso 50 years bo ecuso wo thought that 
normally spooking a phcroaccutical specialty is on tho narkot for 
60 to 70 years; that is to say, aftor about 70 yoars tho lino of a 
fira changod. That is looking at it fron tho first day; 

Is it corroct to say that a prodict only.dovolops proporly 
only aftor a few yoars, that is cocuorcially spooking? 

A Yjs, cortainly. That is in tho naturo of a pharnacoutical 
spooialty. Ono has to rccoivo reports fron clinics; ono has to nako 
propaganda anong tho doctors; and a product rocchos tho clinics 
aftor 7, 8, 10 or 12 yoars. Thon if tho fim supports it by propa¬ 
ganda, it renains on tho narkot for a long tino, sonotimos for doendus. 
It renains on that scalo, end thon it grcdially is displacod by a non 
product. 

Q Is that tho reason why in tho products ouipan and poriston, 
and boecu so of tho short duration of tho axistonco of tho agreonont 
with Rhono-Pew lone, .Thonc-Poulonc did not yot pay any am cunt of royal¬ 
ties to Bayor or any high amount? 

A *os, of courso. Rhono-Poulone's own production did not 
start until 191*2, I bolioro. Thon ono has to sond lottors to drug¬ 
gists, doctors, and ono has to have tho things proparod by physicians, 
otc. Ono has to consider all that. Such a pro diet needs nany yoars 
to bo really of value to dieters. 

Q Hr. Schnitz, in roforonco to peridin, you said whon asked 
by the prosocutor tlat this substance was outside of tho second agree¬ 
ment, Did. tho transfer of this predict peridin not lie within tho 
general agreement with Thonc-Poulenc in rcfcronce to the mutual co¬ 
operation? 

con«iderod all the negotiations with 
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Rhono-Poulono as falling into tho gonoral agrccnont. We did not simply 
want to conclude a fo« agfedaertts and get a few licenses from Rhono- 
Poulonc. y o actually wanted a noro than commercial cooperation with 
Rhone-Poulonc. We wantod an honest and lasting understanding and 
contact with then. In this sense, wo considered all negotiations 
with Rhone-Poulonc as belonging to our a greenont. 

Q Tho transfor of poridin was a special favor outsido of tho 
agreement? 

A *03. 

Q Thoro was no obligation to do that? 

A No, none at all. Rhono-Poulonc was not able to obtain 
this product in Franco and wc suppliod it from cur stocks. 

Q Ono final question about this affidavit. You montioned 
tho waivor of tho fino chemicals, and ycu told Jtr. Nownan about tho 
peymont of ono nillion French francs: "Ihat in this caso wo havo a 
compensation for that.- Hay I than ask you what this waivor of fino 
chemicals jn Franco noons, and whothor tho paynont of ono million 
francs is an oquivalont conponsction for this waivor. 

A In no way. In Franco, wo oohioved a protection cf 
500,000 narks of fino chemicals; wheroas ono Billion francs uoroly 
roprosont 50,000 narks. Rhono-Poulonc was tho largost and in many 
specialties tho only prodxcor, and doubtloss it took over that spot 
which wo loft opon. For that, a paynont of 50,000 uartes is at nost 
a recognition, but no real compensation. 
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Q. Mr. Schnitz, I now case to your Interrogation under oath 
which tho prosecution subedttsd yesterday as exhibit 12 Ij 7, and for 
which yo\l have been called in to be cross-examined. 

DR. NB 1 I 61 N: Just for tho record tho exhibit nusber was 2Ui7» 

Q. It was an orror. Do you haw this interrogation bo fore you? 

A. No. 

(Docuncnt handed to witness) 

Q. Just look at pago 3 please. Iou asntionod there that tho 
bad business in Franco of Bayor and tho fact that Bayor could not got 
anywhore with its salos in Franco is to bo tracod back to the animosity 
of tho French. 

UR. NBiUAN: Your Honor, I object to this line of questioning.' 

Tho affidavit is not in evidence. It has boon narked for identification 
only and if counsel wishes to introduco it, ho oust introduce it os his 
own oxhibit. 

18. TUtRKs i tog your pardon. I was of tho opinion that this 
affidavit had boon introduced as ovidonce. 

Q. (By Dr. Tuork) In tho cross-examination you woro askod yostor- 
day with respect to aspirin and you woro askod particularly how high tho 
turnover was in Franco as far as aspirin is concornod. Will you ploaso 
toll mo now whether and to what extent aspirin and A.S.S. aro two 
differont things? 

ijR. N31h.«N: I Object to this quostion. Thorn oust bo a ndstako. 

I have not askod any questions in this connection. 

Q. (By Dr. Tuerk) Ur. Schaitz, I now cocao back to your affidavit, 
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oxhibit 2?9, Harm exhibit 390. In reference to this affidavit you were 
asked how the waiver of Bayer as for as the licenses are concerned 
worked out from the beginning of the war to the beginning of agreement I, 
what tho relationship of this waiver would be to the duration of tto 
first agreement. You said when answering this question that tho de¬ 
velopment could not yet be anticipated. Will you please tell n* now 
what do you mean by that answer? 

A. Would you pleaso repeat that? 

0. Tho prosecutor askod you by reforring to tho waiver on tho 
part of Bayor about liconsos which Rhone Poulenc owned them from the 
toginning of tho war to the boginning of agreement I, whothor this 
waiver was not compensated for by tho long duration of tho first agreo- 
n»nt. Would you ploase oxplain your answer to this question onco more? 

A. I think I have already answered it. a pharmaoeutlcal product 
isn't Just dropped when tho patont for it expires. Whoovor produoos 
a pharmacoutical product and soils it under thj protection of a patont 
soils this product on a cortain scalo and thon it goes on ovon far bo- 
yond tho protection afforded by tho patent. 

Q. I havu a final question. Hr. Schmitz. You said yostorday 
ropoatodly during cross-oxaniaation that you woro an export on tho 
Franch business. How long did you work on tho French businoss? 

A. Sinco 1936. 

Q. And how long did you handle tho French business for Bayor? 

A. Until I was draftod, ond of 19 hh» First I was captured by 
the Americans. Then I was hold by the French, and last yoar Just around 
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this tine of the year | iH-tiii-rted frees French captivity. I got in touch 
indirectly with Sir; Beau while I was a prisoner of war. 

Q. How cone? 

A. I was interpreter in a ninisterial agoncy and I was supposed 
to list references, so I — 

1 ®. N3TmaN: i object to this question bocauso it has nothing to 
do with tho cross-examination. 

Q. Would you ploaso answer tho quostion? 

A. Shall I continue? .> 

Q. Tea. 

A. So I listed Mr. Boau and tho agency wroto to Mr. Boau. Ho 
answered that ho did not have anything to criticize about qy conduct 
during tho ontiro war. I was ablo to soo this letter nyselX at this 
agoncy. 

Q. Did you often nogotiato with Mr. Beau concluding agroonants 
1 and 2 and later about tho cooperation with Rhone Poulonc? 

A. From tho very beginning, that is, from agreement I on, I 
participated in tho negotiations about agreement 2, and I also con¬ 
ducted tho preliminary negotiations for agreement 3 until tho question 
of tho distribution quota was started. 

DK. TU£«K: it. Cosxoissioncr, for tho record I would like to say 
the following about tho objection of tte prosocutor. In tho course of 
tho cross-examination repeated mention was nado of tho negotiations which 
woro conducted about agree saint 1 with tho gentlemen of Rhone Poulenc and 
in which tho rdtness Schrdti participated. During this lino of quostionin 
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it secncd Inporiant to be td lot tho witness finish when ho explained 
hero that during his French captivity he had taken iq> contacttith Mr* 
Boau of Rhone Poulenc and Ur. Beau had inforaed him that he had nothing 
to criticize about his conduct during the war, and this roferred also to 
the negotiations with hiaself. Mo further questions. 

THE CO/jilSSIONzR: i a tho prosecution going to havo several 
.questions more or not? 

111. NBIUaN: No further questions. 

THE CttUISSICMeR: y ou havo a good tony, you say? 

UR» NcKOaM: i have no further questions. 

THE CQiJSSlCKcR: Oh, that's good. Tho Cosnission will bo in 
rocoss until 1:30, 

(Tho Ccnaission adjourned until 1330 hours on 7 Way 19li6.) 
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AFTErtHOCN SfSbION 

(Tho Coends si on reconvened at 11*00 hours, 7 Uay I 9 I 48 ) 

THE ** u 6 HaL: The Cord 3 si on is again in session. 

**• aAEHaK: x f your Honor please, tho defenso rdtnoss. Dr. Max 
Winkler, ins scheduled to be brought hero today for cross-examination. 

T7o have just been informed by tho prison officials the affiant is in 
the hospital; consequently, ho is unavailable. 

ttodcr tho circunstancos.. to would suggest to your Honor that we 
adjourn this sossion until Monday at ten o'clock at which time in ex¬ 
pect to rcceivo a report from tho prison officials as to whothor tho 
particular witness is available and can be brought to tho court. Pro- 
socution had an informal discussion with defenso counsel as soon as to 
learned of the situation and wo agreed to schcdulo tho hoaring for ten 
o'clock. If tho witness is hero, wo will procood; if ho is not, thon 
wo will mako othor arrangononts. 

THE COUuISblONsR: Tho 1. 0. Farbon Coenission will recess until 
Honday morning at ton o'clock; and tasorrow at nino-thirty tho Comission 
will have a hoaring in Court Rooa Ho. II — and there will also bo ono 
in Coxrt Rooa No. in* 

at. SI&JgBS (Counsel for dofondant von Schnitzlor): Dr. Winkler 
is ny witness. Therefore, according to the rules of trial, I would havo 
to call him for cross-examination. I only wish to clarify that Dr. 
Windier is a prisoner and I ly-self can do nothing about the fact whether 
or not tho witness would com into court for examination. I would 
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normally be cbligod to do southing about getting the witness haro but, 
since tho situation la such, it is up to prosecution. 

uK. aXHaN: Hell, that is a fairly accurate statement. The 
witness is a prisoner but at this particular caaent it is a question 
of his physical condition, your Honor, whether ho is in a hospital 
available to fce brought to the court room or not. 

THE COMlSSftKja: The prosecution rlU seo about that? Okoh, 
we will recess until Monday at ton O'clock, 

(Tho Comission adjourned until 1000 hours 10 U ay 1918) 
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I, G. .dUOf, AGO .>397399, hereby certify that I am 
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of tfitnesses under Ord-r of Tribunal Ko. 6, in the caso of'Unitod btates 
rf Anerica vs .Crouch et alj that pursuant to said Order, upon the dates 
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recorded, reported and filed in the Office of thw- becrotary General and 
n*; constitutes a part of the official transcript of proceedings in the 
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bated at lumber-, Germany, Jay 21*, 19U8 


Joses 5. !!ulroy 

Cecmlssiener of Tribunal lie. 6 


Received 

1 Original, signed 
1 JLa6o, signed 
*3 Jimee Cepics 







Court it, Cass 6 - Comission II 
7 May U6 - A - 18-1 - LX - Schwab (Int. rfaaier} 


Official Transcrip* ->f a hearing bef-Tj a Commissioner 
f *r Military Tribunal 71 in the ratter of the United 
States .-f America a^inst Carl Krauch, it al, defendants, 
sitting at Numb erg, Germany 'n 7 lUy 1SUS, Commissioner 
L'ulrny presiding. 

THE 1 jiRSKAL: Tha Coaaission -f Tribunal VI is n.oe in session. 

THE CCUaSSIOJ^R: Hill you r*p*rt the defendants din are present, 
for tha record? 

THE ARSHAL: May it please Your H n r, Dr. Ambms ail Dr. Duerrfeld 
are present in the c-eirtrooe. 

THE CreJOSSIONVH: Dr. Mielltr, have r u anythin t'- say f*-r the 
rec rd? 

DR. ITJELLTt: Ur. Consissioner, the -fficial notice to the Defense 
ab-nit the cr -as-examination to take place this aft-rnrcn could n t have 
bewi cedi bef re twelve o'clock this n n. Apparently, last night 
thire ma s-me cmferenc* between s-me c una*l of the Fn'secution urd 
c -unsel >f the Defense, and I theref re can state that we can d with--at 
the presense f th-se p*-ple who are n t present n-er. 

THE COMMISSIONER: /.ry well. Hr. Hinskoff, h-er many witnesses 
have y u requested to be present this aft-rn*on? 

MR. miiSKOrr': I believe ther* »r- three who should be present 

% 

this aft wt f t cross-examination. I think all three are Duerrfeld 
witnesses. 

THE Of- iJSSIOfFR: Are they Grant 

MR. MTNSKOFF: They are all Geraen: Mr. Downing, Mr. Murr and 
Mr. Faust. I might mention that the ann uncement was rade in open 
curt t'day that these witness-a will ceee h-re this afternoon bef re 





■J 


C-’urt VI, Case 6 - C-'mission II 
7 May US - A - 18-2 - LJG - Schwab (Int. Raml-r) 

the C mission and that any defendants that wish V' be excused or wish 
pirmi3si*n t hear these witnesses sh-uld receive permission, and tha 
r"residing Judge gave then their permission. 

T!E C*>vISSIOHERi Mir, I was g ing t ask you about the decunent3. 
Ari th^re quite a number I dcunsnts c-versd by these three witnesses? 

1«. HDISKOFF: There are, I believe, ••n* affidavit -'f each witness 
Hurr and witness Doming, and I think live r six affidavits of the 
witness Faust. 

T:K COWISSIONBi: ‘>ell, then we will probably be h<re all after- 

n»on. I would like, so far as possible -n cross-examination, Vr. Mins- 

/ 

k.-ff, f-r y u t be particularly careful t bs within the boundaries 
the affidavit s t tin will n--t sake it any longer than w* have 
to make it. I have n«»t the r*crd b*f re me, »o I must depend on y'*u 
t • d - that. I have n-*t th-s-i affidavits in ny possession. 

MS. i-INSKOFF: V.‘s will try t- keep this as narrow and as sh<Tt 
as we can. 

TH? CflMISSIONrt: You cay bring in — Has the D*f mse something 
t present f-.r the record? 

DR. SRIDLi (Ft defendant Duerrfelf) May it please the Comis- 
aioner, with the permission of the C.vnissioner I ask to call the 
witness Gustav Murr to the stand. 

TH?. CniOTSSIOhTS: The witness will be produced, please. 

(OUSTAV MURR, a witness, took the stand and testified as follows): 
’.iitness, please raise your right hand; state your namo. 

TTT.KSS: I, Gustav Kurr. 
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THE CCJ'lfISSIOH'R: Repeat this n a th aft-a- na : Swear by God, the 
Almighty and fenisciint, that I will spiak tha pure truth and will 
withheld and add n«thing. 

(Witness repeated tha •'ath). 

Tha witn»3 say ba stated. 

Dr. Seidl, y>u ray proceed, if y<u have direct examination. 

Drt. SEIILt Mr. Cozaissloner, initially I want t * state th . t tha 
affidavit f this witness, Gustav Murr, can be f-eind in Book 1 f-r tha 
Defendant Duerrfeld. It bears tha Duarfeld nmberfej and was offeree 
as Du-rrfeld Exhibit 1C, in Docvnent d-'k 1 it is -n pAgeVfc^ 


was offered 


DIRECT EXAIiIKaT ION 


GUSTAV HUB 


BY DR. SRIDL: 

Q. JitneSs, fr tha racTd, w*««t y u please once srre stats 
y.ur full name and th* date of ur birth? 

A. Gustav Ifurr; born 18 Octob*r 1©?>. 

4. «*na* is y ur present residence? 

A. «u erzturg, dandbergerstrasse N». 1. 

4» a 6hc* when were y u writing f r I. G* Fsrbenindustria A. 0.? 
A. •’Ince 15 February 1S23 until the 1st of July «f last year. 

4. Uiwi did y u o>*b i t- ths ouschwitz plafet .f Farben? 

A. I ras sent there ■« the 20th -f F*bn*r*, 19bl. I »as at 
Auschwifcx -nee at th* beginning f March and then again at tha end -f 


March. 


<4. H •; long w irj y u active in auschwitzT 
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A. Until the 1st nf Juns, 19h3. 

Q. Vito MS, 1 £ a% ask y-u what yur position was at the new 
plant f Auschwitz? 

A.- Fr-n torch, 19U, until August 19hi, I was the local construc¬ 
tion f reman under the Construction Manager, Diploma Engineer Faust, 
who at that tin* was n*'t y-et at the c natruction site of Auschwitz on 
a p raanent basis.* 

W. Y*‘u aald that you were at the new plant of Auschwitz from tha 
viry beginning, at the construction site. 1 now want to ask you what 
the situation was with respect to lab'-r at ths tins you wers there. 

A. Fp m the very b-ginning we had n t en -ugh workers.- 

y. Did y u y urself apply t' - t additional workers from the 
lab r f flees in BieUtz, etc? 

A. At the Uh>r office of BieUtz, branch office, Auschwitz, I 
tried ala*-st daily V* g-t wTkers. I went tr Ub-r uffica Manager 
Mr. Maluicke at BieUtz and also f the lab r -ffices of Kattowitz. 

It was ay task t- -rg-n.ze the construction site and to equip it 
pr*»p«rly. Naturally, one needs tha n*c*ssary woifcn-s for that purp'S*. 

W. ’‘hat w-re yu told at the laVr Tfices and district lab-r 
ffices with r-spect t<- y-»ur r-peat-d r -qu-sts f.-r additional w-rkers? 

A. The lab r 'ffices endeavred t- assipi to us the necessary 
w-rk«rs, but with ut success. F’r that r-ason *mr task was particularly 
difficult at Auschwitz. It re-ver, the P'les w-ere to be evacuated by 
the SS. 
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W. Therefore, it was inpossible to assign to you sufficient — 
w rk era? 

A. At first it was vjry difficult as a result «*f th* evacuation 
.»f the P'les who w«r* living at the tuo* in tha area around Auschwitz. 
That was fr-wn April t-> Kay t Jun*. 

Q. ..'ere y u ev*r told th«t on th* basis 'f an 'rd»r by a high- 
ranking authority, by G. ring hias Of, the -wployw*it of innates was 
ordered? 

A. On th* • ccasion of one of ny visits V th* branch rtffics, 
Auschwitz, f th* Labor Office Bielitz, I was told, at th* baginning 
•f April, thut wi had to ixpact an »pl ynent "f iiunutss in th* n»ar . 
future because *ther w.-ricsrs war* available at present. 

I». oRIDLt I hav> no further questi-Tis. 

TSF. COJ'KISSIDNPRj Is there any furth t interrogation fron th* 

Defuse?.Hearing non*, you nay cr ss-exadne, Mr. Minskoff. 

CROSS rOAf'IRATICW 
GUSTAV UURR, R«un»d 

BY MR. IONSKOFT: 

Q. Mr. Witness, y u testified c ncmdng th* pnecur-somt -t labor, 
and y u als menti -n in y^ur affidavit th* responsibility of I. 0 . 
Parbw f <r the use -»f concentration camp ina>ot*s. N-w, Mr. Witness, 
on the 27th f March, l*iil, you att-ndsd, did y*u n't, a mating with 
the SS C-rnandant H< as, who was O'*nandant of the Auschwitz ocncni¬ 
tration can? at which the pr**blaa -f procuring c nesntration catrp 

inmates was discussed? Isn't that so? 
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A. Y*. 

W. Mt», isn't it trui, Mr. lfitn^ss, that this acting raa a 
f~ll ""-up >n a pr»limirAry discussion b<tw**n th' difindant Buitefisch 
and Ob *rgrupp mt'i shr tr «olff »*vich was h «ld also f«r ths purpos* of 
discussing th details of ths ways and mans in rhich th * concentration 
caap C'-uld assist in th* construction f th* 1.0. Farbsi plant? 

UK, FLAFEPSN'K: I object to this qu-stion. It goes bayond th* 
frame f cr«sq-»xaaination. Th» witn*ss has statsd nothing *b**ut 
that in his affidavit ard hi c^uld n t p'ssibly kn-w anything ab-mt 
it, b-caust th i T.ltnass was not prisvit during th* conversation mention*d 
by th* c urm tl f r th* Pr*c jeution. 

TOR CD VISSICRfRi Hav* ym ary r iply t* that. Hr. Uinskoff? 

m. KIHSKCFFs Yis, of cours*. Th* witn*ss t*stifi»d on hia 
'em dir-ct examination *f th* probl* -f procuring lab-r and bn* h* 
wnt t* iii«litx and h* had c-*n f iranc*s t procur* lab-p. Now, th* 
question that I askwl, and which m bth with r*sp*ct to his testi¬ 
mony <md his affidavit which sp*aks -X 1.0. F t rb«n responsibility 
f'r th* Inamt is, th* question that I ask»d go»s back dir »ctly to a 
m 11ting Thich this nan attindtd, and th* purpos* - f which wa3 th* pro- 
cur imnt f conesitration caap incites frvn Auschwitx for th* building 
•X 1.0. Auschwlts. 

No*, th* viry minute -X that acting which this witnssa att*ndid 
sp*cifically scat* — ard that is pr .s intly in oridsne* — th»t this 
mating which this witnjss attend >as a f -How-up on th* preliminary 
muting which thi d*f«dant Buetifisch attsidid with Ob*rgruppmfu*hr »r 
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C urt 71, Casa 6 - ConaLssion II 
7 Kay US - A - 1S-7 - LJG - Schrab (Int Ranl-x) 

-miff f r thi sai.-1 pUrpos of getting iniat?s to work for I.G. Farb»n. 

I just don't understand thj natur i -f th ) bjiction. 

TU5 CCMOSSIOJni: Till, you hay. statsd your rsply to th a objic- 
tion, at any rati. C->uns*l f>*r tha D-X«si — I do not r--tn<ntoir that 
y<u stst d y ur nam; for th: record. 

Dd. ?LA Ti CHSi' p R: Dr. Flajchsn-x. I an sorry. I want to say thi 
f .ll-*wing ir. that connection. Eith x th i question is superfluous, thn 
th* Pn Sicution can always refer to th-i transcrift — on* cannot <xpsct 
the witness t* ncplain this rntt-r bicaus* he wasn't pr--Sint at tha 
c 'nfsr;nci t which h* refirs. This c nf x*nc» t-*»k placa in B.-rllnj 
th' witness can r&ki »• stat o*nts ab ut it fron his knnwlidgi, and 
I d'n't git th* s *ns* of th* question at all. 
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7 May 1*S - A - 19-1 - LX - Stiwart (Int Racslir) 

HR. HIJfciXCFP: Ltt bi stats f-r th* r*e rd that if Dif-.nsj c«unsil 
v uld just pati-ntly sit by until th* question is introduesd or proposed, 
tvhich has s-m . r Oatlonahip to th . suiting, h» c'uld thtn naks his 
appropriate j ction. Ths «nly qu .sti-wi b X«ri thi Comission n »w 
rras vh.th >r th. mating which h* att ad id was a follow-up on a pr elimin¬ 
ary mi .ting, and h. cirtainly knows y*x >thr that was tru. t n t. 

T'E COtMSSSarJs Counsd, I a* g-*inf t« maki a nils on this, on 
th* ••bjscti'ns and that is "h*r« an «*bjscti-*n is nad-i, if th» grounds 
t th. bj.cti-n will b' clearly sutd, c»uns*l on ths opposing-*5do 
Trill thin tmvi an opportunity to oak* a r <ply, and I will then havi on 
th. r>c -rd & 4 ain, a r .spons. from th i ciginal .«bj.ct«r, and ttat will, 
cl s . up th. matt -r. Oth.rwia j, w. will sp .nd all of our tin. in argu- 
mint f c uns * 1 . 

I will ask y u gmtlsain to hav. y ur -bjsctions cl.arly in mindj 
havi y ur r ply cl.arly in nind, and thm if you disir* t.> mak. a 
r ns., g oh ad with it. - N'w l,t*s g ahead with this witniss. 

KJ. *I!ISKOFFj Shall I rj?*t th‘ qu.stion? 

TUB CO-lISSrOtTOi If you pi-as., Kr. Kinskoff. 

BY Kt. JOHSKOPP, 

< 4 . N w, ?*-. './itniss, isn't it tru* that Vhi a.iting -f thi 27th 
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C urt VI, C a s* 6 - Coonission II 
7 May l/S- A - 19-2 - LX - St .wart (Rani r) 

*’f March, 19U1, which you attrnd id, was a f- lW-up on thi preliminary 
discussion held by thi d-ifmdant fluitsfisch, and Ob%rgrupp-.nfu-;hr-ir 
i-'lftt f'*r thi purp-si of discussing th> ditails of the *ay3 and mians 
in which th j c •'no-titration caap could assist in thi construction of thi 
1 . 0 . Farbrn plant? 

A. I nly kn w that Login .a- : f a at f id oi that Obmgruppm- 
fu-hrv b iff, tin liaison -ffxcfr b .tw.n thi SS and Farbin, w <uld 
act on b half f Far ban. Oth.rwis* I tan nothing ab^it this confirm*}) 
with Jujt *fxsch. • ■ j 

W. Now at thi c *nf .rtnci which y-u attmdsd with SS Co;mandont 
H ss, and which als > d .f mdant Du a-rf .Id att md «d, is it not a fact • 
that at that C •nt jr net, Ur. Faust, di ay ii r f >rr.d t*» a ninuti ago, 
rKjuistd in thi ir.smei "f that wh li c nf irmei, that thi SS nak* 
availabli -m th usarri e*nc mtrati.wi cacp inmit s f-r 1VU1 for I. 0. 
Auschwit*? 

A. 'ih.th*r th. figur.- 1000 was n.ntion.d, I don't know. 

DS. SFIDLi I ••bjict t- this qu-sti-n. 

TfK CC*KES5Z0N*3i Sat.yur '<bj.cti.-n, pi as*. 

DR. SKIDLi Th) Pr* .cut ion in th dr r buttal D-cum.nt Book, sub- 
aitt d thi ninut :s »*f this Conf .rnci as Exhibit 2200 *>n pag. U f thi 
R-buttal B>ok 93 . fh» Docuawt sp :aks f r its.lf. It is antirily supir- 
fluous t» put a qu stion to a witness if wi hav. thi ninut s of thi 
c nf jt lie 1 b if r • us, b scaus 1 aft <r all t.i s* ninut.s sp >ak for th im- 
s-lv^. It can hardly b. .xp ct d that a >dtniss would know 7 y ars 
aft r th. & nf irnc. took plac. hwr raany inaat .8 vn trnsid-.rid by th* 
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m;ob rs of Farbsn. 

THE CniOCTSSIONSR: Hi night lav's. 

Kav« y >u any answ>r to thit obj -ctdon? 

MR. UIKSKOFF: Y«s, a twofold answ r. For w, it is nivsr cirtain 
until all thi D«f sns* att-rniys hav: nadj thiir objictions as t- which 
documents in th. r 'fcuttal book will r aain in rridsnc >, becaus* of tha 
nunir-'us ibjsctions that diffjrmt DiTbsi c wuil havi rais»d to thi 
diff ir*nt documents. 

S jC'ndly, this nan is testifying f*r thi Difjnsi and ha testified 

> • 

as t • th j r isp^nsibility «*f 1.0. Farb « at Auschwitz in conn action with 
th» ima-t -s. N» I think it is inp rtant Pr th* Cuurt to kn-w whith*r 
this nan will also t.stify as to th* r >qu >st that Farbin mad* at thi 
n« itings hi attindjd, f-'r c-*nc sitratinn caap irubtis. 

THE COiJilSSION^Rt Tmi nay cak: a bri *f nsponsj, if y«u wish. 

Dr. Siidl. 

DR. Sddlj If the quistinn is adnittd, I would lik* to suggist 
that thi vitniss b* su^nitt d a copy f this* minutis in -w-dir that hj 
may r <fr«sh his nm-ry b«fr i his r ply to thi qu»stion. 

THE COLIMSSIOfTRs That is r asona-l ?. L*t hin ttvi it if y u 
ha»j **ni. 

MR. KIHSXOFF: Vi havj no objection to it whativ.r. It is customary 
to indicat j hi do ss r>»t r:n«bjr -f his «wo Vnowlidgi. Ha nay r--niabir. 
v *» hav i n- 'bjiction to his suing th* d'cun-nt. 

THE COi’lOSSIWrai: i-hat I want t*- d- is to g-.t along with tin t >sti- 


KOny. 
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C--urt VI, Cfisa 6 “ C-vraission II 
7 Hay US - A - 19-U - UG - Stjrart (Int Kanl-r) 

TW V«1TmRSS! I do not r-a-.Eb:r any figxs'js. 

37 kR. fINSKOFF: 

<4. Ur. .*1 tn >33, I sb*r y**u HI 151i*S, rhich is prsaitly Pros»cuti«p 
Fohifcit 2200 , and I call yur attention t th. p rtion wh;r. it is narked, 
"Agr»jnnnta" ard th r» an a list *»f agr.JBints that mn nachsd, and 
th t v >ry first 'wii is thi onj that I aa pnsmtly r.f irring to, Mr. 

’’•itn -.35, v*i-r. it s cat >3 that Hjt Faust ask <1 f-T about 1000 unAilltd 
and skill 4 n«rk rs f-r th. curr ;nt y ar, if availabl i. I ask yu if 
that r«Xt*ahts yur r .-coll .ction, kr. Vitn-.ss, as t»» how nany w.r> 
ask id f*r by Mr. Faust? 

It is th . first paragraph und ir - Kgr; jn *nts". 

A. This r»qu .at is c-rr«ct, - 1000 unakill.d and skill -4 lab*r«rs. 

It is o rr >ct. 

t*. .. .r. ask-4 f~r by Ur. Faust; is that ri^tt? 

T.« CO FISSION**: H, said it r*s c rr-ct. 

A. lis, by Ur. Faxst. .*« ask.d f r 1000 unskill4 w.ricjra, but 
n t -nly inat.a. It uaa Just n.nti*»n d that v * n.4 4 unskill4 writ trs. 
Vit still want 4 t try t > g t as »ny unskill >d wirkars from ths lab*r 
offic i as p ssibl *. 

<4. 14*. *fitn »ss, *rhfct typi -f work irs was SS Co-inandant H< isa of 
Auschxits g-inf to providi y-'u with, nth r than incEt.s? 

A. U-nti >n ras oadj at this tia« -.h.n thi Conf ,r *nc t took ploca 
that Wj wuld ni 4 appr^xiaatily 1000 w-rk.rs during th: first ynars. 

W» already had 150 and that is why ws had t-» procure s«'im wore. 

<4. Ur. Vitnass, Airing th% aitir? tiaw thi t yu w-re at I. 0. 
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Auschwitz, did the SS C'-mandar.t H**ss ever supply one worker wh- was 
n t a c <ic ;ntrati-‘n rr.*p inat-ta? 

A. Yis, ha sujpli id w-'rk.rs to us wh • had b*en rela-sid from tha 
concentration camp and wh- were frse. 

y. *...wt jurisdiction did ha h&va • ver tha free workers? 

A. Tha C innandant had i>* jurisdicti-n, but the labor -fries was 
als- thirft; th*y cooperat'd with tha Auschwitz concentration camp 
because I kept urging t.Vt I needed w rkers. 

W. N w tha Lab -r Office was als- pres wit at the Conference with 

• 

SS-C'moandant H ass at nuschwitz; is that y ur testimony? 

A. Ho. 

W. Ur. "itn»ss, will ynx l*v*k at the f>rst psragraph of tho d*cu- 
aent bef «re y u, -ft «-e it says, "i'urp ae f the Discussion" j did y -u 
n tic* in th.t paragraph the reference that is made to l^-rner '•£ Berlin, 
the inspect r f th* assignment -f c ncentration camp inautBS; n-w d-es 
that r‘fresh y ur rec llection, Ur. -itness, t.at all that was talked 
*b ut, and all that was asked f- r wire c ncentrati-n camo inmates from 
H ess, the SS C .mxndant in chsrga f the c nctntrati-n camp? 

A. I hadn't tavern these aen at the tir.e, and I was n -t particularly 
int treated. 

D - y u recall, «r. Litness, at the asms masting tJvt in speaking 
of the f 11 e-rin-s year's r-<juir«ents fr 15ij2, requirements, Ur. Faust 
asked the c-nc ent ration caop t-' provide 3000 inmates? 

A. Yes, Faust said so. 

<t. No* are y u perfectly clear t ict with respect t- this JUOO, 
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C urt VI, Case 6 - Cumission II 
7 May ijS - A - 19-6 - LJG - Stevart (Int Ramler) 

they were speaking .*nly of concentration caap inmates and no one else? 

A. 5000 workers w re always being discussed, and that is how I 
understood it at ths tim9. 

Mr. Witness, I refer jm tu paragraph 2 where it says , "Next 
Tear's H,quir eoents were given as approximately J000 inmates. The 
c-'ncentrati'm camp will be able to provide this number if the accommo¬ 
dations necessary f r increasing the present number "f inmates in the 
camp, 8000, is provided". Mow I ask y u, d«es that refresh your recol¬ 
lection as t- whether the workers that y u were asking for, were-solely 
inmates f th> c -ncentration camp? 

A. Solely. 

14 . Thank y-u. N w d you recall, hr. Vitawi, whether at this 
meeting there was a discussion concerning the problem involved in 
getting these inwtw f"r I.Q. Auschwitz, and that that problem was 
said to be, an<«g other things, tha necessity f«r m-re Capo*, do yo U 
recall that? 

A. N >. 

<4. I*. Witness, I call y.'ur attention t» Paragraph } of the docu¬ 
ment bef re y u, where It says, ■ It is quite possible t> provide addi¬ 
tional workers in excess *f this total since the camp is to be extended 
t*- hid ab ut 30,000 inmates. The decisive fact-* for the speedat 
ehich this can be done, is the procurement f iron and -f the necessary 
number f Cap-a. These Cap-s ara being selected fr-mi amongst the pr<- 
fessi nal criminals and are t be transferred from other concentration 
camps t* Auschwitz". N-w, Mr. eitness, d-s ttet refresh your recallec- 

• o • 
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ti >n f that pr-'blim? 

’ A. I cannot ra«b?r that n'w* 
y. All right, thank y'«u. N^w, Mr. tfitnees, there has been much 
testimony in this cas? about the procur «jnt *«f concentration camp in¬ 
mates as »>rkvs, ard particularly t- the effect that it was all auto¬ 
matic because >f a G-wring order and a Hianler order. N'>w isn't it a 
fact that y<u w«re informed as early as Iiarch 191*1, that the instructions 
whereby concentration camp inmates were t- be employed at tha 1.0. 

F,rben building site, came fr>« tha G*>echea, defendant Krauch? 

A. I .as never c secerned with any details. I -as only interested 
in the acquisition • f workers in • rder t c ntinu* with tha construction 
w-rk. I was av n partly absent during the nesting. In the antaroom 
we discussed many -ther problems with adjutant Kruamhagen about trans- 
p rtation of inattes, etc., and about the guarding of imates. It is 
p ssible that this passage was pron -unced during ny absence. At any 
rate, I d» n t remember it. 

I an n t speaking rr-w, Ur. Jfitn»ss, 'f any nesting. I an Just 
asking y u a simple question, and I will say, isn't it a fact that as 
sarly as Iiarch, 19U1, yvu wire informed that the instructions whereby 
concentration camp inmates were t*« be employed at tha 1.0. Farben 
building sit», came from the G-bachem, the defendant Krauch? 

H v weren't yu s» inf- rned? 

A. I, I d n't kn-w that; I wasn't t'ld it. 

W. Mr. witness, I sh e* rou KI 1161*3, vhich is Prosecution Exhibit 
2211 in evidence n w, — it is already in evidance. N.-w, Mr. '.'itnes3, 


Court VI, Cas? 6 - Comission II 
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do y >u recall stating t«- thi Pr sicuti.n tJvt y u w*ri inf*>rraid as 
*arly as tarch, 1$J*1, that it was ths Gsbschsn who gava y- u instruc¬ 
tions tiu t c negotiation camp in»kt»s w*r» t bs aapl«>y;d f--r ths 
building »f ths I.G. Farbsn sits? 

A. Pr f«s r Krauch is idsntical with ths Gibschan, that's trus. 

i*. Iht qu sti-n is, w-ra y m inf rntd as aarly as Karch, '1*1, 
t-ut it was h< wh • *ar» ths instructors f r ths uss of c -'nc sntrati-»n 
camp in* t »s? 

A. Up n ths dirictivs by SS Fu^hrtr Hinsl-r t<* Krauch, I was 
t Id ab ut it n ths 27th • f karch. P -r that rsason T forgot tha 
G»b sch?m a admit i ago. 

W. ur*n't y u told by Ur. Faust, and didn't y*u npsat that to 
ths *r a«cuti'-n, that ha told y-u t.u.t Krauch gava ths instructions, 
and th r* was n nintion cf Himlsr r 0 ‘ring in Uiat c^nv <raction? 

A. Hiraal-r and 0 «ring wits nsntion-d in th»-t o>nf francs. 

Hr. Witnfss, isn't it a fact that y u all c-«unt<l -vn tha uss 
>f c nemtrati n camp inmtts and gavs v«ry littl* thought to tha 
s«pl ynint L *th«r f rfignsrs? 

a. Up t March I had n*t kn «n f any uaploymint of imatss. 

■<» »xpfct*d tv.t particularly in th» **uschwitz aria, w# c >uld bi abl* 

t* btain a gr sat r.unbsr f fr*s w.« r h rs; tivt c Mid b» sun from tha 

f/.ct that In th< yar bif r» titt, at th» -mna riant, Itattwitz, n*ar 

Br*3lau, I g t ay w rk*rs a stly fro* Biditz, Kattowitz and Tischsn. 

C ns-qutntly, I, as a c-nstruction una, *r, also a^r-id at thi tins to 

aaka my -»*r5c rs availabl* at Auschwitz. Th» first and last thing at 

tin c -nstrueti -n ploca w»3 at all tiais n thing but ths pr**cur«n»nt f 
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workers. 

*<s, n-er th-! question I put t** ym, was in this worry ab-ut 
gating wrk-rs, isn't it true thct r*iy littls th-ught was given to th* 
employment f th r f reigners and y -u all c unt id «m th* use of c n n- 
c-ntrati'n camp inertia; isn't that true? 

*. M . 

Q. Ur. »*itnsss, I sh-w y.. u KI 1164*3, which is Exhibit 2211, th* 
sam* exhibit, and I call y-ur att*nti-n t th* and -f paragraph 5 . 

A. This paragraph is not to wean that n* did n t giva any thought 
V- th* *n>l ya-nt f >th*r f r*isn.rs, but nly deals with th* h- using 
situation. Y u hav.* t kn w the antir* c function. At first this 

• 

r*f*i's t til* *npl >y»*nt >f incites, and th*n with tha empl yn*nt *f 
f r*ign-rs g*n irally. '«* 'f th* F a rb*n building nanaz*n*nt, had -ut 
th >ught3 ab ut th* imxt*s, and ab ut th*ir having V« d f-read lab r, 
but w* did n t hav* ary nisgivings ab ut pris'-n*rs • f war and •tho* 
f r-i8n*rs, with r*spict t- th*ir tr*ata«nt, and food, *tc. That is 
wwt is int-nd-d in that a*nt*nc*. It is v*ry difficult t* understand 
it th rwis*. 

U,i. ltliiSKOKF: Thank y- u v*ry nuch. H- furthtr qu*stions. 

H-' CO: kloblOioll: Is th«n any r*-dir*ct. Dr. Fla*chsnwr? 

BY DU. FU*CHo..E>: : 

witness, hav* y«u got that d cusmt b*f re you which we dis¬ 
cuss *d bef r*, — th* rip rt -t\ the c nf*r*nce with th* Canp Commander 
*f Auschwitz C-TICintrati'm canp -f 27 Karch lSi*l? 

A. l*s. ahat j*g* is it? 
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If I have undirstn-xi the testiawy correctly, counsel f -r the 
Pr a *cuti >n ask id y u whether this visit at the tine d-ealt exclusively 
with the acquisiti-n 'f instte workers. Is ny opinion correct; is that 
the qu «ti>*n? 

A. Yes. 

W. and y ur reply was s "Solely". Is tnat correct? 

A. Yes. 

q. Well witness, you aade yur reply with-ut reading the document 
carefully. L..t ae draw y ur attention fc the '.aragraphs 10, 11 and 12; 
wn'tyu please read these paragraphs? 

A. Yes. I oust state that the c -ncentration canp was the -nly 
place where we c«uld get gravel for the c instruction. Naturally, we 
had t turn t the c-ncantration caap r t» the Trustee if this, which 
supplied us the jravel for c >nstructi*n fr n the Sola and Vistula rivers. 

q. Thank y >u very such. Nwr pleas* draw y .ur attenti.m to the 
parairaph 12. Is it orrcct that during this t-nf erence with the admin¬ 
istration f the c-nc entration caap, tVrt were negotiations abnit ths 
f » d f the w Tkers active at the c'natructi-*n place, irrespective f 
w*.ether these were f reign w riters, y u «n workers, «r inmr.tes? 

a. l*he |unl food question was naturally discussad, especially 
because f the fact the concentration caao w-uld have been in a position 
V send vegetables, potatoes, and oth-r fv^i V 'ur nwn workers too. 

W. I see. Is ny -pinion correct then t at the word "workers" 
which y u used in these cinutes frequently, d »s n«t nscsssarily mean 
innates? 
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7 kay Ijg - A - 20-U - LJG - Stswart (Int i<ajdsr) 

A. H -, -nly g--nsral qusstiws w?rs discusssd. 

DR. PLj.'CKS-'TO: Thank yu. H' furtio- questions. 

DR. S^IDL: (C unssl f -r ths dsfsndant Dusrrfeld) 

Q. Dr. Kurr, whiner u wsrs asksd by ths ft- sscution, ym answsrsd 
tiat ths Lab r Office was intvlockid with ths SS. It is my visw ti»t 
this was v try difficult t* undsrstand. What actually do you nsan by that; 
wjat d - y u sosan by ths sxprsssion »t c »- rdinate" "Kurschaltsn", whi(h 
y u us-d? I thin!: ths int*rpr*t*r didn't g»t ths gist -*f it. 

A. As a rssult f ay daily rsquists t ths Lab-r nffica f«r ths 
acquisition -f w rk«-s ths Branch Offics Ch* sf f ths Lab-T Offics g-1 

in c ntact with ths c'nvcsntratinn casp and discusssd h-w. ths frss w-rksra 

| 

c uld b* .rods avallabla tr as fr-a on* part f auschwitx. That happsnsd 
lata- and to** w rkirs w*r« nt ina&tss. Thsy w»rs w**rk<rs who wirs 
at B.xksnau t/h w«r* working f r th» railr-ad. Thss* wsra about 50 -r 
60 msn. At that tias ws had t-» fight f«r sach ons of thsm. 

q. fry this w rd, "Kurzschaltan" did y u ns-n that tha Ub-r Offics 
was inf T*n*d f ths «rdtr t- *«pl-y iaaatss? 

A. T*o. 

And it is trus that ths innat s w*r* to bs anploysd whsn thsra 
w»rs n* frss wrfcsrs avail* bis? 

A. Isa. 

Q. Im? 

A. Yss. 
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C urt VI, Case 6 - C_caission II 
7 Kay UB - A - 21-1 - LJG - L»va (Int Hamler) 

Q. N w, witness, tin Pr-'sscution put t> y^u minutes ••£ the confer- 
ence «hich were drawn up ->n 27 March l£iil. Y->u also participated in 
that c -nT-rence. This is Prosaeution Exhibit 2200, NI 15 U 8 . It says 
undtt- "3“ that Cap s were to be selected fr-m professional criminals. 
This is page 5 f the document b-^c. K w, as far as you renamber, what 
sort f people nviin that concentration caop in 1S& and 19^2? 

.’{IKSKOPP: Just a cement. As I recall, ths witness testified 
whm the Pr secuti wi ?u* the question t him that he had no recollection 
"f the details and he c uldn't answer anything ab^ut these Cap's made 
available by the c ncsntration caap. Has his memory been refreshed in 
the meantime? I just haven't sesn it. 

THE CC/iJCSSIOWHlt Are y. u making an bjectj -m t«i the question? 

VR. LINoKOp?i I *bject to ths witness answering tha question whan 
he has already said he has rv* recalleotl*n f t:*t particular paragraph 
r-f erred t<*. 

TdE CaMSSICfmci I think he may ahead and answer it. 0«' ahead 
and answer it, witf. ess. 

BY DR. SEIDLi 

a itness, can y«u rmember what s rt of people the inmates f 
the c ncentration can? were comp s sd f during the years 19U1-U2 f >r 
the pred minant part? Were they professional. criminals and anti-s-cial 
elements? Or w*t else? 

A. One n uldn't actually imagine w.iat the Cap's were during the 
first a <nth. 

Let me int *rrupt yn. I aa n t askings ab- ut Capos but inmates 
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generally wh* w-rs then employed at the c instruction site. .«hat s-rt n£ 
people were they? 

A. It st f this mra Poles, n t pr fessional criminals! there 
w»re actually very fair professional criminals; they ware n stly political 
inmates. This c uld b* seen fr«>n the fact that they wore red triangles, 

H. Witness, y u als- signed an affidavit for the Prosecution 

which is in B‘*k 53 ‘f ths Prosecution. This affidavit was already put 

f y u. It bears the number NI-U6U3, ^nd was given Exhibit number 

2211; pea' 63 f ths d cunent b *. Hr. C -missioner, I sh-uld 1-ike to 

take this «pp rtunity to question the witness *«n the e-intents of the 

affidavit n the aart the Prosecution br-ught ut. I hops the '/r«secu- 

ti'n will n-t have object against that pr cedure. That, Nr. C- nmis- 

wi >ner, d *s n t mean we are n t maintaining ur -bjection as t>' ths 

admissibility f the affidavit. The Tribunal has stated that this 

• • 

affidavit will be tesp-»rarlly accepted int • evidence and the Defense 
is t* subsdt • nem-rardun later »n. 's have submitted a memorandum to 
the Tribunal but the Tribunal has n t yet ruled upon it. 3 should suggest, 
hwever, that in spite f that the witness should speak on the c-otents 
of this affidavit at this time in order that h- sh uld n**t be heard bef- rs 
ths C 'iisaissioner 9 Sec -nd tins. If ths Tribunal should dscids to striks 
the entire affidavit fr-m the record this cr sa examination too will bs 
stricken fr a the r*c rd and n-* further damage will be done. 

THE CTk Kt Of c-urse the rule h*rs is, as you kn-wr. Dr. 

Seidl, t.iat tjfe examination shall so far as is practicable, be held 
within the b unds f the affidavit inv lvid. But, I am interested in 

13911 


C urt 71, Case 6 — C*-emission II 
7 May l£ - A - 21-3 - LJG - Lots (Int Kaal-r) 

what y u say a 1 : ut the possibility of concluding an enquiry as t-* another 
affidavit while the witness is -m hand and I should like t** hear from 
LIr. KLodc'ff f r the purpose *■f getting his viewpoint int.' the record. 

IS. UKSKCfF: Ur. C«aissioner, in vie* >f the fact that the 
affidavit is submittal in its entirety f r all purposes, n--t purely to 
impeach the witness, and n't nsrely f • r rebuttal, the Prosecution would 
n t object t.. Dr. Sddl's having this >pp rtunity in examining the wit¬ 
ness with respect to the affidavit. 

Ti* COVttlSSIdlTRt I minder if th«t w uld havs any effect on' the 
int*r*st { 'te r defendants, Perhaps they night be interested in this 
d-x:um*nt tbat y u are g-*ing t' examine. Is it Exhibit 95? 

IS. liXHSKOTt Ho, it is a Proaecutin Exhibit, I think it is 2211, 
and tat was intn-duced In rebuttal b -k int evidence and t^.ra may be 
smi objections made to that, as rebuttal ivldence. N-w, we have also 
used it in cr >ss examination *f this witness. The oth-r defendants do 
have kn wledge f the fact that it is in evidence and that the witness 
is n the stand t-'day. I agree with y u that if they do n-* have tha 
inf rnati-*n it w-uld be a cn*ss examlnati'« with respect t« today. I 
aa n t sure f the further problwa that it raises. 

TUB CatflSSKMTOi In view -f this situation, if you could c< nduct 
a very brief examination on that affidavit, I w -uld ba inclined t" say 
let's g ahead >dth it, if you can keep it brief; if not, I will just 
say s ceewhere along the line, “this is just ab* ut enough." You may pro¬ 
ceed, Dr. Seidl. 

13912 


r 


C< urt VI, Casa 6 - Conmission n 
7 JSay US - 21 - U - LJG - Leva (Int Hacler) 

BY D8. SEIDL: 

How, Mr. Murr, this affidavit was signed by y>u on 25 Sept-rob er 
19U7, and y>u will find it >n page 67 -f the document book, 63 of tl\3 
iV sjeution book. Counsel f- r the Pr vsscution a sksd during cross ucand- 
nati-m whet.i r it was not err set that y u had ls&med fron Chief ^nginaar 
Max Faust in th« jicond half of March 19U3, that there was a directive 
by the Gsbwhea fr-'m Berlin according t- which concentration camp 
inmates were t • be employed at the Auschwitz obstruction site. You 
answered this question -f ©'unsel f«r the Prosecution in the negative. 

I sh uld n w like t • ask yu hor can y u ocplain it under paragraph 3, 
the Pr secutib's assertion oan be found t' be correct and in particular 
I want t ask y u rhet.iar y u wrote this passage because the Prosecutor 
put it t • y u. Can yu roaeober that? 

A. Y e, I can r-owier it. 

M. Well, why don't yu explain y ur answer. 

A. On the 27th and 26 th -f Karsh, I l*arned from Ur. Faust that 
tout «s were t • b* finally espl-yed. 

THK C" ,aSJICi<T»i I wish t - say t the witness tit t you should 
b» careful ab ut not answering counsel's question until he ha3 completed 
it. G?.v» him a little tine. That's all. 

Q. Und er paragraph 5, y u state tS t imat-s during the march 
fro Auschwitz c nstruction site, were sh t to death. How, witness, 
tell a* he ften did you y urself observe that inmates in 19U1-U2 
w*re being sh t «n that march by the SS? 

A. I never saw it myself. I only saw the corpses <*f the inmates 
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wh ° wtrs carrlid along tha road. I tri=d to find out wtat happ ; nad and 
thsn I was told that thay wtrt shot trying t<» tscap*. 

\th«n did that occur, witness? 

A. That ccurrsd in Uay and Junt *f 19l*l. 

W. That was at th i viry bsginning f ths tint whan inmates wera 
b -ing ia3>l.<ywl? 

A. r.a. 

**• H w ft *n did y-u y urs*lf -'bsart that dead inmatas war* 
b ting carri *d away? 

A. Appr ocirattly thr .* to f-nir tints. 

H. Did th«l happ»n at a lat-r p-ri<d t -o? 

A. N t aft tr 19^2} at least I n«v«r bs*rv»d it. 

V. Und«r paragraph 2 , tft-r tha ate nd paragraph 'f paragraph 5 , 

• 

/ u saj.d tturt in -tts w.rs shot whtn thty wtnt bsynd ths limits sit by 
tht SS. Did y u att that v *urstlf? 

A. T-a, I net saw nyatlf h»v a ntn was sh t about 50 atttra away 
fr a at. 

"htn did that hap}tn? 

A. Auf.uat 19U1. It happtnsd whm thers was a thunderstorm. Ths 
•ki is w x t cl *udy. Thtrt was htavy rain. Ths inwata probably tritd to 
tscapt, wmt bty nd Uu linit and thin was sh*t. 

W. On pagt 1* f th* affidavit it says at ths md «'f paragraph 5, 

I qu tt, 11 Ab ut tht npl-'ymint -f oth r f rdgirs <*na th -ught v«ry 
littli in fctntral". What, txactly, did y u n*an by that? 

A. I triwi t- txplain it bsf rs. what I \anttd t' say was that 
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on-J had no misgivings about tha traatnent b-caus* this employment waf 
managed by Farbm and, thsrefre, any bad state f affairs wuld b* ct- 
r ected by Farbai. Th-xe wer* n-* bad stats • f affairs because Parhen 
was able t<» exert all their influence. The S5, h«wev*r, did n t d* a- 
with risp«ct t * the in** tes. That is w.*t I ewnted t- say. That is stay 
on* did n t haws t- hawa aiy misgivings a> ut that. One never had t" 
consider what w< uld happen at ths construction plaes if foreigners were 
t- be ug>l<>ytd. It was . ur endeavor ntt esploy any innates at all; 
fr >» the very b-ginning, the Karben C nstruction fanageaent and tha 
Farbm Management itself was opposed t-* it. I repeatedly said s > during 
ny preliminary int*rrogati«ns. I pers nally was an opponent of the 
anpl »ywmt f irsuates. I was supported in ay view by Dr. «Bbr«*s and 
Dr. Duerrfild. 

<4. X am very int.rested in that, Hr. Uurr. *• u said tiwt already; 
during y ur preliminary int irrogstions y m said y m wire an opponent f 
employment f inmates and that Dr. Duerrfeld and Dr. aabr-'s had supp rted 
X"U in thvt view? 

A. Its. 

W. T u further*, re said that it was n t desirable t » employ 
inmates. «hy didn't y-u put all that int - y -ur affidavit? 

A. I said that but tha Prosecuti-m ja-*bably did n<«t include that 
in their affidavit. At that tin* there was a great hurry in signing 
that affidavit because I wanted t- lwv* and I didn't attach t<*> muih 
value t-' that because the "th‘r construct! «» managers also signed 
affidavits. 
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Q. Mow, witnsss, under paragraph 6 you say that it becane conspicu¬ 
ous to you in January 19U2, that one innate working for you, an engineer, 
had disappeared; when trying to find out about it from the Capo, you 
were told he had gone to the "Ascension Detail". What exactly did he 
nean by that? 

A. This engineer helped us a great deal, particularly working in 
a technical office which I set up at the initial stages of the construc¬ 
tion program. Ha was a very intelligent nan and I always learned from 
kim what the conditions were when Capos supervised the work and when 
punishments were imposed by the. One day the man didn't turn up. I 
tried to find out what happened to him from his co-workers. They didn't 
say a word and I went to the Capos. The Capo only shrugged his 
shoulders and said "Ascension Detail". This "Ascension Detail" was 
the penal detail and according to the stories by inmates the way theso 
people want to was the crematorium. 

Q. Why was this inmate assigned to the "Ascension Detail"? Were 
you ever told? 

A. Ha was a leader of the Polish freedom movement. H, was a pole. 

Q. Did you ever relate this incident to anyone of the works 
managsnent? Did you tell Mr. Faust about it7 

A. On the ‘occasion of the discussion I mentioned that incident, 
but I am not quite sure in what circle. I think perhaps I mentionod 
it to Er. IWrfeld. This can had done e great deal for us, especially 
in the meteorological station; he knew about everything; he had consider¬ 
able freedom -f movement as far an it was possible with the SS and one 
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nice day he disappeared. 

Q. Do you knar whether the works nanagenent, Mr. Faust, or whoever 
it nay have bsen took scae neasures in that case, did he go to the Camp 
Comander? 

A. As far as I reme mb er, thi-t case was reported to Conoander Hoass. 
«hy was the works management interested in that? Why did they 
object to their workers being changed? 

A. From the very beginning I was always opposed to having to deal 
with different people every day. I was opposed to having to deal with 
different people every day. I was opposed to that because these people 
had to be trained at the construction place and of course it was much 
easier for me to work with trained people and I could get the work done 
much quicker. 

Q. Under paragraph 7 of your affidavit you state th*t in 191*2, an 
insets was beaten by a Capo who hlassIf was a Jew. Con you raraeabar 
whon that occurred? 

A. Yes, that occurred in January 191*2. I can remember that 
exactly because on that very day I came to the construction site and. 
suddenly heard a cry. I rushed to th*t place end I found how a Jewish 
Capo was beating his comrade to death. I inaediately challenged tho 
Capo and at that moment the S3 appeared and told me to get off the con¬ 
struction site. Ha were not to see thasd incidents. I reported that 
t«- Mr. Duerrfold and to Mr. Faust and immediately he contacted Hoass by 
telephone and after that day nobody else was beaten to death — anyway 
I don't know of any more instances. 
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THE COMMISSIONER: Dr. Saidl, how ouch longer is this line of 
questioning going to go on? 

DR. SEIDL: I think I will be finished in a very few minutes. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I was going to call a recess until 3:30 but if 
you think you will finish in a fer ninutss, I will wait. Would you rath er 
take it up after the recess? 

ER. SEIDL: If the Cossissioner would like to- take a recess I can 
continue after the recess. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Vary well. This hearing Trill be recessed until 

3«30. 

(A recess was taken.) 
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THE MARSHAL: Tho cccaission is again in session. 

THE CCBOHSSIO*r_R: Tou cay proceed. Dr, Soldi. 

BY DR. SEIDLi 

Q. MR. Witness, you have testified that you observed only once, 
in January 19L2, that a Jewish capo killed another innate. Do you know 
what the reason for the quarrel was? 

A. It T’.s about a cigarette. 

Q. Do you know whether this capo was taken to account by tho SS? 

A. At least he was not there any more the next day. 

Q. Did you lat-r, in subsequent years, in the year 19li3, observe 
anything similar? 

A. No. 

Q. In Number 8 of yoir affidavit you say that Farben or construction 
firm foreoon, wont to the SS, if they had any complaints against the in¬ 
mates. Were such reports frequently nade? 

A. As I recall, two or three times. These were not Farbon foremon 
but they were foremen of outside firms. 

Q. Did the plant management of Farbon demand ouch reports or woro 
they against then? 

A. As I recall two or three times. These were not Farben foromon 
but they were foremen of outsido fines. 

Q. Did the plant management of Farbon demand such reports or wero 
they against them? 

A. In 19hl I was local construction manager and I had this stopped 
iaaediately. After consultation with Mr. Faust or Dr. Duerrfeld, and 
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later Dr. Aabros, these cccplaints and reports were stepped. On the con¬ 
trary, we prohibited everything because as soon as we reported inmates, 
we had to expect that they would be punished in the camp. 

Q. In Nucsber 9 of ycur affidavit you say that in 19U4 you heard, 
at Auschwitz, that in the concentration caap Auschwitz, people were being 
gassed. Did you learn that exactly or were these rumors? Will you please 
explain that to the cemission? 

A. These were rumors and statenants of concentration camp lrxaates 
whoa I knew in 19lil« 

Q. What did these people tell you, and I want to put to you that 
In the previous trials it has boen brought out quite clearly that in 
ljlil there were nc oxteraination facilities at Birkenau. 

A. I said iraatos whoa Z had known since 19kl told that in l?Uu 

0. And what did they tellyou, witness? 

A. They told bo that the crematoria were no longor adoquato and 
they were now resorting to gassln. This Is in October or November 19k 1*. 

Q. And what did you imagine this was? Just a nanent. Excuso me 
if I interrupt you, witness. You say the crmateria wore not adoquate and 
that they had resorted to gassing. I don't quite understand that. Didn't 
that mean burning? 

A. Yes, burning. 

Q. And what did you imagine this was? Did you think that people 
wero losing their lives by violence or that -.any people died in epidemics. 
Please explaint that. 

A. The typhoid epidemic did not allow us to assume that people 
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were being killed by violence. But in Novetfcer 19Ui I learned that people 
were being killed by violence — directly picked out from the trains. 

I learned that from one of the iraatos at the tL e, and it had become 
known in Auschvits by ruaor. 

Q. And you learned that free the irwate in Novenber 19 Wj? 

A. End of October — beginning of Novezber 19Ulj. 

Q* Two or throe aonths before the plant was ovacuated? 

A. Yes. 

Q. No further questions. 

THE C(M'3SSIGW£R: Any furthor redirect exanination? 

REDIRECT EXAM-NATION 

BY MR. MINSKOFF 1 

A. Ur. witness, that papor you are holding in your hand — that 
contains tho answors that you were Just giving Dr. Siodl? 

A. No. 

DR. SEIDL: I didn't understand tho quostion. May I ask the proso- 
cutor to repeat his quostion? 

Q. Mr. Witness, weren't you reading all the answors that you gave 
Dr. Seidl on cross-examination in this affidavit? 

A. No. I was not reading. I discussed that this mornir*, but I was 
not reading anything. 

Q. That paper you hold in your hand a ncoont ago while you woro 
answoring the question and reading froa it— doesn't that contain tho 
answers? 

A. No. Thero aro no answers or. that. I merely wrote down 3 coo notes 
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this morning — that is all, 

. Q. That you wero reading free on cross-examination? 

A. No. 

Q, Mr, Witness, you stated in your exaa nation that during 19Ul 
and 19L2 inmates won* shot on the I.G, premises, but after 19U2 that was 
no longer true. That was ycur testimony, wasn't it? 

A, Yes, I did not see that happen any more. 

Q. When did you leave I.G. Auschwitz? 

A. 1st June 19U3. 

MR. ICNSKOFFi No further quostions. 

RECRC6S EXAMINATION 

BY SEIDL: 

Q. Witness, you had a picoe of paper bofora you. Are thoro any 
notations on thoro about tho questions which I asked you about tho affi¬ 
davit which you gavo the prosecution. 

A. No. . 

Q, Does this piece of papor have anything at all to do with tho 
prosecution's affidavit? 

A. I Just made some notes this morning in caso I should bo askod 
any technical questions thoru about tho coenitacnt of labor — in easo 
that affidavit should bo shown to me today. 

THE COHMISSIOfER: Anything olso fraa this wit nos 3? 

MR. MINSKOFF: Just one question. I want to make this thing 
perfectly cloar. At Last during the last several questions that Dr. 
3eidl put to you and you were holding this paper up and giving your 
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answers — weren ! t the answers to those questions contained in your notes 
on that paper that you have before you right new? 

A, There wore only ono or two questions. 

MR. MiNSKCFF: Thank you. 

THE CaSOSSICHER: Anything further to this witness? 

DR. FLAECHSJGR: Witness, tho text of your affidavit of 25 September 
19U7 — did you write it? 

A. 11 Juno 19U3? 

DR. FUECHSfUt: Ko, 25 September 19U7. The one you-have Just boon 
questioned about by fir, Soldi. I will givo it to you again. Did you 
write that yourself? 

A. No. 

DR. RAJCHBHSRi Who did? 

A. ’ An affidavit givon to Mr. von Hallo. 

DR. FIAEC SNSRi Did you mean to say that tho toxt was written by 
Mr. von Hallo? Does your affidavit contain all the answers that you gave 
to Ur, von Hallo in tho interrogation? 

A. No. 

DR. FIA£CKSN5*i Aro essential points emitted? 

MR. MINSKOFFt If it pleaso tho Ccoaissionur, tho witness is boforc 
tho cotmissionor and anything that thoy want to elicit from this witness 
they could have done so through their own cross-examination and through 
their own affidavit. 

Obviously aftor four or five interrogations all of thorn aren't put 
into the affidavit. The points that are deemed essential by the prosocution 
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arc included. . Tho only thing relevant and pertinent before this 
commission is whethor he signed that and did he read it through and initial 
it. Not tho other things he night havo added which we wore not 
interested in. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Is this by way of being an objection? 

MR. UINSKCFF: I think the lino of question!:* is improper and 
object to it. 

THE COMMISSIONER: You are objecting to it? 

DR. FIAECHSN 2 R: May I explain ray question, Mr. Cceniss'iorwr. 

IRE COMMISSIONER: Yes, ploase, for tho record. 

DR. FALECHSNER: In tho previous examination wo havo already learned 
that the witnoss, in reality, testifiod southing quite difforont hero 
from what tho affidavit says. Therefore one nay perhaps be Justified 
in assuaing that in drawir* up tho affidavit, words wore chosen which 
do not correspond to tho actual knowlodgo of this witness, and I an 
asking this question to bring this out. I believe thoso questions aro 
absolutely proper and rclovant. 

IRE COMMISSIONER: I think that is all tho explanation that is 
necessary and I will ask tho witnoss to ansror your last question. 

Q. Iaskod you, witnoss, woro essential points which you nentionod 
the interrogation, emitted in the affidavit. 

A. Essentially it's all right, but sometimes tho wording is 

fforent. Consequently in cross-examination I havo explained and ccrroctcd 

« 

ny things, 

IRE COMMISSIONER: Anything further? The witness will be oxcusod. 
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THE CCJuISSIONER: Wh4 is tha next witness? 

ra. SEIDL: Mr. CoaalsBloner, the next witness is Rudolf Doenning, 
With the peraission of the Coanissioner, I should like to call this- 
witness to the stand at this tine. 

CCkiMISSIOHER: Have bin braight in, please. 

Rudolf Doeunlng, a witness, took the stand and testified as follows: 
THE CQu.ISSICNER: Mr. Doecning, will you raise your right hand, 
state your nane and reoeat this oath after ne: 

I swear ty Cod, the Alnlghty and Qanlscient, that I will sneak tha. 
-jure truth and will withhold and add nothing. 

(The witness reoeated the oath.) 

THE CCtihl SSI ONER: The witness cay be seated. 

DIRECT KUhlHATIO* 

31 DR. SEIDL (Counsel for defendant Duerrfald): 

Witness, olease give your full naae for the record. 

A. Doenning, Doenning. 
r 4« *nd your first nane? 

A. Rudolf. 

When were you born. Witness? 

A. On the 4th of February 19C3 in Ludwigshafen on the Rhine. 

DR. SEIDL: Mr. Coonssioner, this witness gave two affidavits which 

have been put in evidence. These two affidavits are in Book I for the 

defendant Dr. Valter Duerrfeld. .The first affidavit is Ho. 102. It is 

on page 74 of the Docucent Book. It •■as offered as Exhibit 14. The 

second docunent is an affidavit of 2C January 48 and is on oage 90 of 
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Docundnt Bode I. Its nunber Is Duerrfeld 435 and -as offered as Exhibit 17, 
Q, Witness, I should like'to ask a fev latroductory ouestions first 
to supplement your affidavit. On page 2 of your affidavit, that in the 
construction of Cam 4 the experience in the construction df Camps, 

1, 2 and 3 was used. * 

A. Yes. 

Q, What experience were you thinking ofl 

In building Canp 4, which was intended as a labor camp for Geriiany 
or foreign workers and tas So. 4 in the series, we nade the distance 
between barracks somewhat larger than in Ceoos 1, 2 and 3; also all the 
barracks were nut on solid foundations while in the first three cams 
sope of then were on wooden piles and only later on solid foundations. 

In this wey we nanaged to nake thecanp nore airy better looking and were 

a . • • j 4 

able to surround it with landscaped gardens. 

k. Do you han->en to rOMaber what workers we#e housed in Canps 1, 2 
and 3? 

A. In Canp 1 they were all the people that arrived at the construction 
site, later only Germans in Canp 2 it vas divided in half; one half was 
for the French and the other half for the Poles, In Cano 3 there were 
Gernans and also the women. 

<c An I to understand your testimony to neon that Canp 4 for tho 
concentration canp inmates was actually better frea the point of view of 

i ¥ * ' • • • * 1 • 

construction than the canps for the Gernans? 

A. Yes, it **s better than the other canps. 

sc Now, I should like to ask you something else. I assume that you 
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freouently observed the concentration canp innates narching Into the 
Jar baa plant and I should Ilka to ask you whether thay nnde a tirad im¬ 
pression or whathar thay wara invalids, incapabla of working when thay 
drag;ad away with then whan thay left. 

A. I was unabla to observe that. *hen thay cana first froa tha Main 
canp to tha construction sita, ona could saa that thay ware tirad in tha 
avaning whan thay want back, but latar, whan tha ca-was naar I navar 
observed this ary nora. 

'<• Did you obsarva any concentrction canp innates at work? 

A. fas I did bacausd I roda or wilked across tha construction 

sita. 

Q. tha rata of work especially last? 

A. So, coounred to that of tha othar workars, it was actually slowor. 

TKA COQ-USSIONER: Kay I inquire, Dr. Soldi, if tha nntariol on which 
you ara questioning this witnass — # is that contained in tha affidavits? 

DR. SEIDL: It is generally contained in tha affidavit but I an nearly 
finished with these cuastions, Hr. Conaisslonar. 

TH COiihlSSIONIR: I would lika you not to covar anything that is 
covered in tha affidavit, because that is purely n natter of cross exnninntion 
and tha affidavit, of course, spdAks for itself. Tou ara United r.oro 
or less to any additions or corrections. 

DR. SEIDL: Tes; no further Questions. 

TEE CO. It ISSIONER: Is there any othar defense counsel who is interested 
in direct exanination of this witness? If not, the prosecutor nay cross 
exanlno. 
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C30SS SXAhINATION 

BY KH. MINSK OFF j 

<<• Kr. Witness, in your affidavit — that is Docunent 102 Duerrfold — 
you say that Canp 4, Honowitz, was fciilt under your supervision and was 
precisely the sane as the labor ca:~>s constructed for freo workers except 
for the special eouicoent denanded by the SS; 

Nov, hr, Witness, isn't it a fact that the German civilian ecployees 
lived aonroxinately 40 nen to a barrack? 

A, Do you nean office workers or laborer*? The number of Gernan 
workers was intended as 80 nen to a barracks. 

(<• That is the Gernan vorkers. Now, .how about the Gernan ouployees, 
the "Angostellte." 

A. The nur.bers in that borrnckd differed. 

r iA Approxlnntely how nany In a barracks? 

A, Actually, these birracks were nueh bigger because they were the 
Luftwaffe barracks — for the workers were the AAD barracks, the Labor 
Service barracks, 26 by 55 ty 8.14 netere. 

<<, Yes, and ho- nany Gernan ecnloyees lived in one of those barracks, 
la those nice lcrge ones? 

A. I estlnate that there were 60 to 80, Just as in the others. 

All right, thank you. Now, Kr. Vltness, will you tell the Court 
how nany concentration can? inrates lived in one barrack in 1.0. Farben's 
Canp 4, honowitz? 

A. It vr.s planned in Canp 4 to hrve 160 nen per trxrack. 

Qs And did at least 160 live in those barracks? 
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A. Ac far as I know, yes; there were no nora beds. Only 160 to 165 nen 
could he'housed in one barrack. 

q. How, Mr. Witness, will you describe l*at facilities voro provided 
for your Geman civilian workers and employees for eating their deals? 

DR. SZIDL: I object to this Question. The affidavit of the witness 
Doeiviing did not nention the barracks for the employees, the "Angestollten." 
It deals exclusively with Canp 4 and it is obvious that this Question has 
no connection with the contents of this affidavit. 

THE COtttXSSISnk: bhat do you say. Hr. Minskoff? 

MR. KIHSJCOFF: «r. Conaissioner, referring to the affidavit which is 
presently the subject of cross exanination on page 75 of the Englioh, the 
witness snys, speaking of the construction of Canp 4, which is what X an 
Questioning hin about now: 

"After its coapletlon for the accorsredation of prisoners" - - that is 
inaates — "it differed in its construction froo lobnr conns constructed 
for the free workers only in the fact that special equipment demanded by 
the SS was provided" — and they list three things that the SS demanded 
and he said they differed in only those ropsects so that in all other 
respects they were the saw; end now I on Questioning hin on this fnct, 
whether they were in fnct the sane or were different in every notorial 
respect. This witness has said they are the sane and I think the witness 
is mistaken and I think we are preoared to show it. 

THE CGvrtSSlOSER: I don't believe thatffurther argument on this 
point is necessary and I will require the witness to answer MS. 

<<, Mr. Witness, you tell the Court what washing facilities — 
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A. Would you ning repeating the question? ' 

Q. Tea. Wm you tell this court vhat facilities you provided for 
the free workers for eating their neala? 

A. For the free workers ve had the dining rooes. 

Q. And these dining rocos have chairs and tables? 

A. Yes. 
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% 

Q^. fow, Ur. Witness, isn't it a fact that there »ero no dining 
rooas provided for the inmates, but instead the inmates at Monowitz had 
to eat sitting on thoir beds? 

A. I don't know that. I hover saw that. In every barracks ono 
quarter of tho building was free, three quarters were taken up with bods. 
But the ono quarter was equipped with beds end tables. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Ask him another quostion. Ho ha.s answored that. 

Q. Mr. Witness, isn't it a fact that when you put acre than twice 
as many in the inoato barrack, as you had provided for the, othor workora' 
barracks, thfit there was no rood for a dining room? 

A. As you can soo froo the plan which I nade, and as I turned over 
to the SS, all barracks wore equipped in this fora. 

Q. Mr. Witness, do you recall tolling a oesber of tho Prosocution 
on the 28th of August 19A7 that the inoates ate their noals sitting on 
thoir straw beds? 

A. I did not say that. 

Q. Mr. Witness, in tho barracks, in the barracks providod for 
German civilian—German ooployocs—did you hevo snrll rooms for individ¬ 
ual employees or snail groups of employees, or was thero Just ono big 
barrack for all theso civilian oeployees? 

A. That depended on the position. There wore single rooms or 
double rooms, end at tho most four persons por room. Whilo in tho camp 
for the German workers there wore eight, ten and more per room. 

Q. And wero there any three-tier beds in those rooms? 

A. Partly, yes. 

Q. In the rooms where you had two and three caoloyces you had three 
tier bods? 

A. No, there wero no tods one above the other. 

Q. In the rooms whoro you had eight or more, ton employees, you 
hed three-tier beds? 

A. Not throe, but double bunks. 

Q. How many tiers— 
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DR. SIEDL: (C o unsol f or d efendant Duerrfeld): I ou3t again ob¬ 
ject, Ur. Coscissioner. All these quostions about the equipment of the 
barracks for the employees has nothing to do with the affidavit of this 
witness. This witness deals exclusively with the building of Camp IV, 
and it says nothing about the cs^> for the German workers or the Fror.ch 
workers or the office employees. 

THE COUUISSIONER: I think you should indicate for the ourpose of 
record just exactly what part «f tho affidavit your questioning concerns. 

MR. MDJSKOFF: This is exactly one sentence, Ur. Concdssioner, that 
I SB concerned with. As I mentioned before, the witness has stated in 
his affidavit and, unexplained, tho Court reading this affidavit would 
bolievo that Camp IV was exactly the same as tho other camps. He has 
specifically said that it ms oxa.ctly tho same except for what tho SS 
roquirod, which is ontiroly different, which wo will corao to later. 

Now, to show that it si not exactly the arao, I as now asking tho quos- 
tion as to all the various fcciUtios in Canp IV as ooooared with tho 
othor camps. Ho speaks of tho free workers. Mow, froo mrkors aro all 
other freo workers — 

THE CCBSOSSIOfGR: You have made a statement for tho record now 
which tho Tribunal will fully understand, I am suro. Now, I would sug¬ 
gest, howovor, that thore is no nood to overwork this phase of the affi¬ 
davit. And I wouldn't bo surprised but what you have distinguished tho 
difference that you intend to show sufficiently. Porhaps you might oro- 
cced to something else; uso your own discretion about th»t. 

UR. MDJSKOFF: Mr. Cocmlssloner, I appreciate tho suggestion. I 
think that because of tho importance of thi3 witness on the quostion of 
barracks, ifcich were under his supervision, given a choico of time, I 
would prefer to keep the testimony just to tho barracks and would elim¬ 
inate everything else, 

THE COMMISSIONER: Go ahead then. 

BY MR. MDJSKOFF: 

Q. Ur. Witness, will you tell the court about whet wa.shing facili¬ 
ties there were available to the civilian employees? 
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A. For the civilian employees there were washing barracks in the 
various camps, just as in Camp IV. 

Q. Did the civilian employees have bathrooms in their own barracks? 

A. In tho ooployoos' barracks thore wore washing facilities in the 
barracks, and showers too. 

Q. And was that also true of tho barracks provided for other froo 
workers? 

A. In the other washing barracks it was the same; there wero 
showers in all of thorn. 

Q. Now, for example, you mention that the experience you gained 
in Camps No. I, and so on, were used in tho building of Camp No. 4. Now, 
Cajnp No. I had wishing facilities right in the barracks, did it not? 

A. No, they wore exactly the same in Camp I, Camp II and Camp III; 
Just exactly the samo as in Camp IV. 

Q. The question ist Was there washing facilities within the bar¬ 
racks at Camp I and Camp II and Camp III/ 

A. In Camp I—no. 

Q. How did persons who lived in Camp I get washed? 

A. In the wash barracks. They were exactly tho same as tho ones 
in Camp IV. For each nine living-barracks thero was one double-waatv- 
barracks and one double-toilet -barrack. One can soo froo tho camp plan 
how they wero arranged. 

Q. So that where you had eight or ten persons in one barrack and 
you had a hundred and sixty in another barracks for inmates, the wash¬ 
ing facilities providod wero precisely the samo, is that your testimony? 

DR. SEIDL: I object. The witness did not say that thero wore 
eight or ten persons in one building in one c-nop and one hundred sixty 
per building in another camp. The record will show that this witness 
never sled any such thing. I demand that this question be stricken 
from the record. 

UR. iONSKOFF: The question can be clarified, if there is any dif¬ 
ficulty with it. I understood the witness to say that the German 
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civilian employees lived sometimes eight to a barrack, ten to a barrack, 
four to a barrack. Now, ia that correct, Mr. Witness, tho civilian em¬ 
ployees? 

A. The German employees lived in othor barracks too, where thero 
were core of them together* 

DR. SEIDL: Mr. Commissioner, it is obvious that you are confusing 
barracks and rooms here. The witness said that thore were two or four 
persons In a room; but you have to aako a distinction between e barracks 
which may have fifteen or twenty rooms. Somo barracks had forty rooms. 
It is grotesque to compare a room end a building with forty rooms. 

UR. MINSKO FT: I went to thank Dr. Seidl for his testimony, but I 
thought the witness was the mepert in this field. Mr. Witness, where 
a Gorman cnployco, or two or throo or four ooployeos, had a room, whero 
would those employees wash? 

A. In the washrooma. 

Q. Was that locatod in tho same barracks whoro those German em¬ 
ployees had .their privato rooms? 

A. That depended...In Camps I, II and II* thero woro tho same 
bArracks everywhere. Just as in C»ap IV. 

Q. Ur. Witness, will you describe what toilet freilitios wore 
available for the Gorman civilian coployoos? 

A. Exactly the semo— I havo to say that again and again— 

Q. Mr. Witness, I would apprcciato your answoring tho quostion 
instead of saying "It is tho same," tolling wha.t the facilities are, 
if you know them. 

A. Toilet bsrrrcks* 

Q. So the employees, tho German civilian anployocs, had to go to 
® separate barracks to gp to the toilet, is that right? 

A. Well, I oust ask you what toilet facilities you are talking 
about. In Camps 1, 2 and 3 thero wero exactly the same facilities as 
in Camp IV, separate toilet barracks. 

Q. Well, in Crap IV, isn't it a fact that there ware no toilots 
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whatever in the barracks so that if you wanted to use the facilities 
of a toilet *t night or in wintertime you had to leave your barracks 
and go outside, isn't that true? 

DR. S5IDL: Mr. Coenissioner, I object. The Witness has already 
answered the question. He said that the toilot barracks in Camp IV 
were exactly the same as in Camp I, Caap II and Camp III. I don't un¬ 
derstand the point of this last question. 

MR. MINSKOFF: I can show that they are different, Dr. Seidl, if 
you will just let the witness answer the question instead of tolling 
what you think he ought to answer in advanco. I would appreciate it 
if Dr. Soldi would permit this examination to go on in an orderly fash¬ 
ion. This witness is the expert on barracks, and if he does not know 
the answers, nobody (toes. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Of course Dri Seidl has the same right as any 
othor counsol to object to a question. I don't know that ho can ob¬ 
ject to the testimony of tho witnoss oxcopt by making a motion to 
striko. I think Dr. Soldi should make tho objection beforo tho quostion 
was answered. You may procood with your examination, Mr. Minskoff. 

Q. Ur. Witness, will you tell this court *int toilot facilities 
were available to tho inmates of Monowitr? 

A. Toilet barracks. Just liko the ones in Camps I, II and III. 

Q. Mr. Witnoss, may I interrupt? Tho quostion wns: Will you toll 
thorn wha.t facilities wire available. This Cooaission doos not know 
what I, II rnd III might have had. How, I am asking you to doscribo 
what facilities, what toilet facilities, wore available to the inmatos of 
Uonowitz concentration camp, 

A. The toilet barracks were just like in the other camps 

THE COMMISSIONER: Just a minute. We are wasting a lot of time on 
this, and perhaps I might help the witness. 

BY THE COMMISSIONER:. 

Q. Witness, I think that counsel is trying to get you to 3ay what 
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«ro the facilities theaselves, leaving out what night have boon true 
of other camps; Just what wore there in Camp IV? Now, forget about the 
other camps, 

A. Well, I an thinking of the toilet barracks of Camp IV, which 
were exactly the sane as the toilet barracks in the other camps. 

BY WR. IQJ/SKOFF: 

Q. What were they like? Whet facilities wore they? If you lived 
in Cenp IV, whore would you go if you had to go to the bathroom? 

A. They had to leave the barracks and go across the -courtyard to 
tho toilet barracks. 

. Q. And did theso toilets have any mtor in them, or wore they Just 
outhousos? 

A. No, there wore toilot-trenches and they were emptied from time 
to time. 
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Q. Now is that the kind of facilities available to the German 
civilian employees? 

A. They were the same as in Camps 1, 2 and 3. In Caop 1 water 
closet3 were introduced later, on the demand of the French. 

Q. Water closets were never used in Cani U were they? 

A. Mo, that was technically ispossible because the Camp was 
lower than the factory, and consequently sewers could not be installed 
here as would otherwise have been possible. 

Q. N 0 w isn't it true that in Monowitt, because of the fact that 
these barracks were not always built quickly enough to accoonodate 
all of tho inmates that kept arriving, you had to build tents for the 
innates? 

A. Yes, two tents were set up, a big one with 500 men, and a 
snail one with about 250 oon, but both of then were equippod with stoara 
feat Just like all barracks. 

‘ Q. Were there any tents for the German civilian enployces pro¬ 
vided? 

A. No. 

Q. Were there any tonts for tho other free workers providod? 

A. There were tents planned for emergency. 

Q. Did the workers live in those tents? 

A. No. Mo, there weren't any tents sot up. 

Q. Now those tents, they also had no toilet facilities and no 
washing facilities; isn't that true? 

A. When the tents were set up, additional emergency washing 
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facilities were also arranged. 

Q. Were the washing facilities open, or were they closed in as 
they were in 1, 2 and 3? 

A. The tents were occupied only in the surner and consequently 
the emergency washing facilities were in the open air. 

Q. Nor; isn't it a fact that the tents were occupied right through 
to December — I believe up until Christmas? 

A. I do not know the exact dates. 

Q. Mr. Witness, it began in the sunaor, but didn't it last over 
five months — the use of these tents? 

A. The tents were taken down. In the sunraer of 19ldi thoy were 
to be put up again, but they deteriorated and I was only able to put 
up a soall tent. 

Q. Ur. Witness, did you consider that living in theso tents with 
stn*w on the ground was a safe place to livo from fire? 

A. Ho; actually if tents aro set up there is Just an emergency 
measure. V7e also had tents in big demonstrations. 

Q. Now, Ifr. Witness, will you tell the court, did you personally 
rrakc the decision to house the inmates in tents in Monowits; was that 
your decision? 

A. No. 

Q. "ho made that decision? 

A. Uy boss, Mr. Faust, told me to put up the tents. 

Q. And did Faust tell you that he received that order f ran the 

construction management through Dr. Duerrfold? 
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A. I don't know. 

Q. Ur. ntness, are you the one who gave the order to Ur. Ritter, 
your colleague In Farben, to build the electrically charged barbed wire 
around Uonowltz? 

A. No. 

Q. Who gave that order? 

A.. I don't know. 

Q. Wasn't that the defendant, Duerrfeld? 

A.. No. 

DR. SEIDL. The witness has already answered the question; he 
says he doesn't know. 

THS COO-ISblONiR: That's correct. 

DR. bdIDLj it is cospletoly superfluous to ask whether it was Dr. 
Duerrfeld? 

THBCOUISoICWm* That's right. 

-R..ICNSKCFF: i was merely laying the foundation for impeaching 
this witness. • He produced an affidavit where ho says thccontrary. 

THE CGUflSSIONiSt: He had to answer the question with something. 

BT UR. WNSKQFr: 

Q... Non, Ur. Witness, was it your idea that 170 inmates should be 
housed in one barracks in Uonowitr, or were you given instructions fron 
other pecple in I. C. Farben? 

1R. SEIDL: jfr. Ccaaissioner — 

THE COLflb5ICW£R» JU3t a _ 

*tK. SEIDL: The witness didn't say there were 170; he said 160. 
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It*. JiUNSKCcf: Dt 4 Seidl is correct. 

THE CGMiilSblQlUli j remember it, 165, let's take a conpromiso 
figure, 

iR. MUCKOFF: i an perfectly willing to use for the examination 
of this witness only, the figure 160 . 

THE COU&SSZGNdR: G o ahead. 

BY MR. ULNSKOFr'j 

Q. Ur. Witness, the decision — the affidavit says 170, the one 
freo the Defense — your own affidavit, Dr. Seidl. 

Mr. Witness, apart free whether it is 160 or 170, was tho decision 
to have that many inmates in one barracks in Monowitx made byjou per¬ 
sonally, or did you get instructions from other persons in I, G. Farben? 

A. That was not ay idea, but I got the order to build the barracks 
camp and so it was built and how many people wore housed there ms up to 
tto SS. 

Q. Well, apart from how nary tho SS nay have crowded in there, 
over and above 160 or 170, tho facilities which wore built in the 
Uonowitz Caap were for 160 to 170 in one barracks. Now I am asking 
you on thoso instructions was that number made in oach barracks in 
Uonowitz; who told you about it? 

A. Truly nobody gave me that number, but in building, tho barracks 
I had to calculate on this number in advance. 

Q. At this point, Ur. Coerdssioner, I would like to introduce 
NI 10930, as Prosecution Exhibit — we haven't the number of the next 

Commissioner's Exhibit at this point, but we will supply it to the 
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Coardssioner promptly. 

THE COLOSSI ONrR: A 11 right, 

MR. ulNSKOFK: it is offered in evidence. 

THE COafclSbKWrB: You are distributing copies, I understand? 

-R. kdNSKCFFs Yea . 

THE CCMtOSSlCNrii: All right. 

HR. MLMSKCFFs Now one final question. 

Q. Mr. Witness were you a Stumfuehrer in the SA? 

A. los. 

Q. That is the rank of Lieutenant, is that right? 

A. Without duties, I was only Stumfuehrer, but I had no other 

tasks. 

Q. Thank you. 

R£_DIRi£T EXAMINATION 
• UP.. DGEMMING 

BY DR. SEIDLs 

Before I begin the re-direct examination, I should like to ask 
the Prosecution what the purpose of this Docuamnt 10930 is to have. 

MR. MINSKQFr: it is offered primarily to inpeach tha wltnoss who 
has made statements non in testimony which are contrary to thoso in th* 
affidavit. 

DR. SEIDL: Then I do r.ot understand why the Prosecution has bcon 

cross-examining this witness for three quarters of an hour, if they have 

an affidavit six pages long, containing everything necessary, according 

139U 




to the Prosecution, to refute the direct examination testimony of this 
witness. I object, most decidedly, to the admission of this document 
and I reservo the right to cross-oxardnc the witness once more on tho 
contents of this docuuont. 

I do not know whether or not the Cc e aissioner is able to rule on 
the admissibility of this a ffidavit. 

THE COUIbblCWER: N o, I do not consider - 

UR. UIHSKCFP: This is an illustration. Wo asked this witness on 
whose order 165 persons were housed in these barracks in Monowitz. 

He has said in his affidavit, "By tho order of the management, Walter 
Duerrfeld, 170 inmates ws re accccnodated in these barracks". N 0 w I 
do not know of a better way of Impeaching a witness than by his ovn 
state™nt which is completely contrary to what he has given us now, 
and I have no way of knowing in advance what he is going to say on 
examination. If ho tells the truth as he gave it to us, thero is no 
need to try to inpcach him. When he changes his testimony, this is 
for tho purpose of impeaching him. 

THE COUtlSblCIicR: Are you going to s upply mo with a copy of that 
now exhibit? 

mR. UNSKQFF: Y c8 , your Honor, I will let you have cy copy. 

THE CClfcdhSICHcR: i should have cno if this 1s going to be 
offered in evidence. Thank you, you den't know the number of this, 
of course? 

UR. miioKCr r: j will give you the next nuatoer as soon as I find 

out. 
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THE COLOSblCW^H: Are you through with this witness. Hr. Uinskoff? 

JR. UliiSKGFr : i aa sorry, I did not hear you. 

THE CCakdSSICKER: i S ay, are you through with this witness? 

-R. ULlibKCFr : fj 0 further questions frcra the Prosecution. 

THE COeoISblOHER: Do you have some re-direct. Dr. Seidl? 

DR. SEIDL; i should like to ask the Prosecution whether this 
affidavit is being offered into evidence, or whother it is narely being 
offered for identification. 

UK. IflNbKCFF: it is offered in evidence. 

THE CCfekJSSlCHJi: i understood it was offered in evidence. 

BY DR. SEIDL: 

Q. How, Ur. Witness, in the cross-cxanination by the Frosecutar, 
you testified that in the barracks in Canp h there wore 160 or 170 in- 
cates housed, and I want to ask you, who was responsible far deciding 
how nwny concentration canp inaates would be assignod to ono of thoso 
barracks; was that the plant mnagenent of Parbcn, was that you, or 
wasn't that the SS organization, the administration of the concentration 
camp Auschwitz who took over Casp U? 

THE COifcJSolCKdl: I think. Dr. Seidl, that it may bo bettor for 
you to repeat your question. Thsre is apparently srao of it at least 
that has been lost. 

BY DR. SEIDL: 

I can repeat sy question, Ur. Cocnissiorcr. 

THE CQi-ISoICHfX: if you please. Dr. 

BY DR. SEIDL: 
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Q. I should like to know, witness, who was responsible for de¬ 
ciding how many inaates were to be assigned to barracks in Canp U; was 
that up to tte Plant Ifanagerant of Farben; did you have the authority 
to decide that, or was the adainistration of the concentration camp 
Auschwitz responsible for that, which later took over Camp li? 

A. I only built the casp. There were not only four caaps built, 
but 1 was working on as many as ten, and to see hew we would manage 
with the camps and the number of barracks, this figure was decided on, 
as I hold in ay affidavit. Actually, assigning the people to the 
barracks, was up to the SS. I? a had no influence whatever on that. 

At tho moment when the cup was built I turned it over to tho SS 
ard the SS «Quin*od It und assigned the people to the various barracks. 
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Q, No. 9 of tha affidavit which tfca Prosecution has Just introduced 
under HI 10930 reads, and I ouota, "By order of tha Plant Hanagenent 
('•'altar Duarrfald) tha nuaber of nan for one barracks wrs 165 as against 

a nunber of 80 parsons in tho Gecnnn corn. (In other words, Monowltr 

• % 

was 100 hundred oar cent^over-crowded) and tha barracks of the foreign 
workers canps were 100 parsons each." Before I ask anything further, 
witnes , I should like to know, did ycai write this sentence in No. 9 or 
was it written the interrogator! 

A. I did not write it. 

MR. MINSK077: In every affidavit that has appeared before this 
court no wltneso has drawn his own affidavit, dictated it or tyned it. 

Of cxirse sone one draws it. The Question is irrelevant as he has read 
it end signed it. 

THL CaatlSSICNLR: He has answerod that he didn't write it. Ask 
another Question, Dr.Soldi. 

B w IB. SZIDLr 

Q, Do you see any discrepancy between your testinoay here and what 
y>u told the Prosecution in their e*oninatlon! 

A. Tes, what X Just said I nention these figures for all the fncilitlep 
and I discussed these figures with ny boss engineer 7nust. The nunbor 
of people to be assigned to the individual barracks was uo.to the SS. 

Q. Did you discuss this natter with Dr. Duerrfeld at all? 

A. When he visited the barracks canps once, yes. Again in tho 
sane fora as to what wa needed for the overall planning. 

q, At this tine when you talked to Dr. Duefrfeld, Canp 4 was 
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built already? 

A, It was being built. 

V. You also testified that in the tarracks in Canp 4;the beds vere 
in tiers? 

A. Yes. 

<<• Was that an order of Farben or sas that order by the SS? 

A. I have already said that »«8 tor order of the SS because who 
was to live in these barracks and how they were to be eouipoed was 
entirely the business of the SS. 

<<• You also testified that the distribution of space within the rocn 
of the barracks was oonewhat different in Caap 4 and 1, 3 and 3 and other 
cnnjis? * 

A. Yes. 

You said one-ouarter of the but Idin* was intended ns a day roon7 

A. Yes. 

Did this deviation in the distribution of the rooo arise fron 
a decision of Forben or SS? 

A. Thrt was a decision of the SS. Ve of Ftrbon construction nanago- 
neat had nothin* to do with equipping it. Ve neroly had to build tho 
buildings. The SS had to nssi*n the people to then. 

I should like to ask you now, where does 160 or 170 cone fron. 

Did you give this figure to the Prosecutor or did the Prosecution nention 
the figure to you? 

A. I nentioned the figures. 

I an asking you because it spys 160 and then 165 and again 170. 
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A. Ho, 160. I said 160. 80 to 120 and 160. 

Q. Witness, who supplied the beds for the barrack* in Canp 4. 

A. The concentration ca,™j the eouipcent works. 

^ You nean the Deutsche Anstuestungsverke, G.n.b.H. 

A. Yes. 

V. Is that an enterprise that had its work shops in the concentration 
canp Auschwitz. 

A. Yes, that was a flrn that had its work shops in the concentration 
canp and the Parben plant nanageaent ordered furniture fron then nony 
nlllions of narks. 

Q. And the construction and supplying and setting uu the furniture 
and the distribution, to the boxrnoks? 

A. The SS did that because vo had nothing aore to do with the ctops 
as soon an the buildings were built, 

y. You were asked about the tents. Were these tsnts Intended to be 
oernanent or were they Just teopOrary? 

A. Just tenporary. 

THE CCViUSSIONSS: Dr, Soldi, the teooo of this examination Is oulte 
beyond the facilities. Try to handle it « little nore sloviy and Hr. 
Witness, ■wait until the Question is completed before you attempt to mower 
it end then we will hare less confusion. Go ahead, Dr. Seidl. 

3Y S3. SEIDL: 

<<* Witness, do you know anything ob*xt the fact that theso tents were 
set uo because there was a big enidenic in the concentration cam and that 

these tents were to be used for Quarantine so to sneak? 
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A. Ho, I did not know that. 

Q* Did you ever get a cony froa tha Prosecution of the affidavit 
which has just been out into evidence by the Prosecution, the nunber 
of which is HI 10930? 

A, Ho. I eeked for a copy of it but I was refused one. 

'% Wes this handed to you for your signature in final copy? 

A. Yes. • V ’ 

You say in Ho. 3 of this affidavit, and I rrnote, "I observed thrt 
the inflates sooetioes had to carry cenent sacks sonatinas on the double." 
How, what was the distance that these people had to carry cenent? 

A. Ten cetera at the nost in the building. Perhaps 20 to 30 neters 
on a construction site, but I don't went you to uisunderstand whan I soy 
'on the double". Anyone who is carrying a heavy lord vrnts to uut it down 
as ooon as possible, and, besides, this rapid word, and this running pace 
by the inflates aay perhans be explained by the fact that when 1.0. people or 
supervisory agents anprooched, the Canos drove the imrtes to work faster 
but that is only bedause of the Capos, 

Q. And in your affidavit you also say thr.t in the beginning tho 
Canos had sticks with which they beat the concentration can*> innnten. 

Did you volunteer this lnfornc.tion or wes it put to you? 

A. I was asked whether that wrs true and I said yes, but we of Pro-ben, 
if I nay say so, saw to it that this wrs stoTied on our construction site 
and the SS did put a "tou to it. This abolition of the beating was 
•onething that was accoaplished by our ulnnt nanrgocent. 

<<. Do you know that the ilant oonagenent objected to the SS when any 
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Ctnos or foranan or Farben neister coonifcted an infraction! 

A. Yes. 

3- You also sey that latar tha concantration cam Inna tat vara 
given wooden shoes and in view of tha distance which they had to cover 
on foot this is considered in adequate footwara. How is it not true that 
Cenp 4 was directly near the plant area right on tha fence, and that 
there was no great distance at all to ba covered! 

A. That was accocplished ty our plant nanagenant| 'that this canp 
**• put there so thrt these people would not have that long road to cover 
to get to work. 

(J, You also say that nany of the concentration cann innatas looked 
undernourished. How did these people that you are thinking of, look 
worse than the average worker on tha streets today! 

A. So, on tha contrary, tha w>rkers on tha streets hare look woroo. 

MU HXKSKOFF: I nova that that answer be stricken. There is nothing 
in this court as to how the workers here aooear, or ns to how thooo pooplo 
looked here is irrelevant. 

THE CQOilSSIOHER: *he answer is in tha record. Lets go on. 

BY DJU SZIDL: 

9* You nay nany of tha innatas looked undernourished. May I concludo 
that others looked wll nourished! 

A. That denends on the individual's constitution and I told tho 
Prosecution that. You see people look good and people that look bad. 

>At doesn't defend so cueh on tha food tut on the Individual's constitution 
and that is what I a* ant here. 
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Wall, why didn't you put that in the affidavit? 

A * I didn't write tha affidavit. Hr. von Hallo wrota it. 

Q. You also say that imatas vara shot on tha Parben construction 
slta “hen trying to ascapa. Did you yourself avar see an lmata being 
shot whila trying to ascapa? 

A. I said nothing about shooting. I told tha Prosecution that I 
did not saa any innate run into tha electrical fense .and I didn't toe 
any innate being shot. I was navar an eye witness. .x 

<«, You know that only fron hearsay? 

A. Yes, and I told than that. 

Ware these isoUted cases or did they happen freouently? 

A. Those ware isolated casoa. 

Q. YoB'aloo say, and X ouote, "In the evening when tha urlsoners went 
back to the canp I saw that sona ware being carried by their eonrndas 
because they couldn't walk froo exhaustion.■ Eow often did you sea that? 

A * In isolated c<ses. 

And when did that happen? 

A. After work , when soae of the peoole wera over-tired. 

Q. Vas that in the beginning, 1941 end 1942? 

A. Yes, that was in the beginning when they still had to narch back 
to the concentration canp. That was eutoaatically stopped whan the peoplo 
ooved into the cano next to the factory. 

Q. What was the distance between tha concentration caco Auschwitr and 
the ?arben factory? 

A. A few kiloaeters. 
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0. Than it i» aasily iaagina* that theupeopla varan't abla to walk 
baccuaa of the dletunca? 

A. fee. 
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Q. You also say “Dr. Duerrfeld again and again gave instructions 
that Farben employees were not allowed to beat inmtes". Did you 
yourself ever attend any conferences whore Dr. Duerrfeld gavo such in¬ 
structions? 

A. No, Duerrfeld's instructions were given to me by ny boss, 
Engineer Faust. 

Q. I7 a s it generally known in the Farben plant that the management, 
under all circumstances, wnted to prevent beating of prisoners cT other 
workers? . 

A. Yes, there wore posters announcing that* and it was announcod 
at meetings and conferences too, 

Q. Under No. U of your affidavit you speak of the evacuation of 
Jews from the neighborhood of Auschwitz. Did Farbon have anything to do 

with this? 

A. No. 

Q. Did you yoursif observo anything in c onnection with this evacua¬ 
tion? 

A. No. 

THE CO!*£Ib5IOHrH: Dr. Seidl, I have an idea that the sound film 
is about to run cut. How much longer will you continue? 

DK. SEIDL: j have no choice but to go through this affidavit 
paragraph by paragraph and perhaps it is better if we interrupt now. 

THE CClMISblCHcR: j roc0 gnizo ttet you are almost under the 
necessity of crcss-exanLnation under a considerable number of paragraphs 
here and itidll tako some time, and inasmuch as it is late now and the 
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seund film is about exhausted I think trc should conclude this tearing 
arvi call another to complete the cxani nation as soon as ire can find a 
courtroom to conduct it in. So I'll recess this hearing until further 
notice. 
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Official Transcript of hearing baforo « Comissionor for 
Military Tribunal VI, Caso VI, in the matter of the Uni¬ 
ted States of America, against Karl Kr.-uch, et al, defen¬ 
dants, sitting at Numberg, Germany, on 8 May 1948, Com¬ 
missioner James G. Uulroy, presiding. 

TOE iL\R3i /Li The Honorable, the Commissioner of Tribunal VI. Tho 
Cooniasion of Tribunal VI is now in sossion. God savo the United States 
of America and this Honorable Commission. 

There will be order in tho court* 

DR. TRABANDT (Defense Counsel for defondant Duorrfold): Mr. Com¬ 
missioner, the re-examination of tho witness Doemaing had been inter¬ 
rupted yesterday. May I ask that tho Marshal call the witness Doeo- 
ming into tho witness stand in order that Dr. Seidl may continue his 
reexamination? Dr. Soidl will appear. 

THE COMUSSIQNER: i'll have tho witness brought to tho stand iro- 
oedintely, Counool. 

First though, Mr. Marshal, will you report as to tho dofondants 
presont for tho record? 

THE MARai/Ls May it ploaso tho court, the dofondants Duorrfold 
and Arbros are presont in tho court room. 

. THE COMMISSIONai! Will you plerse produco tho witnoss Dooming who 
was hore yesterday? 

Whet's that nan's nano? Dooming, isn't it? 

DR. TRAB/cTOTj Rudolf Dooming. 

THE CCfcflUSSIONER: Is the Defonso reedo to procood? 

RIDOLF COSim-G - Rosumod 
CROSS SX^UNATION - Continuod 

BY DR. TRAB/iNDT: 

I shall begin with tho reex^n£Zifc*V-KNit pleases the Comissionor. 

lion of tho inme.to rae- 

ploynent with all its accofuii^gs and bookkeeping! etc? 


A. No, 


Q. Thon you don't know 
that the inmates, because of 


lt/5' . * 

* . \.. S. sA 


from this compilation 
.puts, proved to be expensive 
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labor? 

A. Mo, I don't know that. 

Q, You gave an affidavit to the prosecution and did you mean to 
say by paragraph 2 that Frrben liked its inmates because they wore cheap 
labor? 

A, Would you show ae paragraph 2 once? 

THE COMMISSIONER: I should like at this time to call the attention 
of the witnoss to the fact that some interval will havo to be loft bo- 
tweon tho question and answer. That will afford us »no chance to carry 
out this proceeding in an ordorly way and will be simpler for everybody. 

You nay proceed. Dr. Seidl. 

BY DR. SilDL: 

Q. Witness, yoatorday I put to you a nusbcr of statements which 
aro contained in your affidavit which was submitted by the prosocution 
as 10930. Under paragraph 6 of that affidavit which was drawn up by 
the Prosecution, you state that Camp IV had initially boon provided ns 
a civilian camp for froo workors and that only lator it mbs used as a 
concentration camp. Ifcr question to you now is, did the works manage¬ 
ment of Frrben over considor Camp IV as a concentration camp or did thoy 
conaidor it as a labor camp? 

A. They considered it as c labor c*ap. 

Q. Why thon didn't you uso tho expression "labor camp" in your af¬ 
fidavit? Why did you use the Urn "concentration caq>"? 

% 

A. The expression "concentration camp" was put into ay affidavit 
because the inoatos were housed in that camp and, so to sponk, lived in 
the branch camp of the main camp. 

Q. Camp IV was one of approximately forty branch labor camps 
which belonged to the Concentration Camp Auschwitz, is that correct? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Under the seme paragraph you state that tho electrical fence 
around Camp IV was erected by the electrical department of Fwbon. I 
should now like to put to you that we heve an affidavit available of the 
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firm of Gleiwitz which actually erected this electric fence. It is an 
eloctrical fira of Gleiwitz which has nothing to do with Farben. In 
viow of that fact, will you still maintain your testimony? 

MR. MINSKOFF: It shouldn't bo necossary repeatedly to ask counsol 
not to testify for the witness. Questions can bo put to the witness and 
answers elicitod from him. Dr. Soidl invariably testifios for the wit¬ 
ness in a manner to direct his answor and I objoct to that lino of ques¬ 
tioning. 

THE COl&i l SSIOKSR: Dr. Soldi, don't you think your quostion was 
somewhat along the lino of testifying personally? 

DR. SEIDL: The Prosecution h*s submittod that affidavit into ev¬ 
idence and it is naturally my right to cross oxanino tho witnoss about 
it. It is a gonorrlly rocognited practice that within tho frame of cross 
examination one may put natters to tho witness and in particular draw 
tho witness's attention to .frets which may refresh his nonory, but it 
is, in tho final analysis, a natter for tho witnoss to strto whothor ho 
ronosfaors tho fret or not, 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, I think Dr. Soldi, wo can depond on you 
to distinguish between testimony and proper cross examination and I'll 
ask you to discriminate rather carefully hereafter, if you ploaso. 

BY DR. SEIDL: 

A. With respect to the oloctrical fence I can only reply that the 
SS grvo Parboil an order to surround the canp with tho fence. Tho oroc- 
tion of that fence itself was always done by flrns and nevor by tho Far- 
ben enterprise itself. I think that that will answor the quostion. 

e 

0. And then it *3 tho SS who demanded that the camp be surrounded 
by «n oloctrical fenco? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Under paragraph 12 of your affidavit you state that the Farben 
works management rejected to the SS to erect additional hospital berracks 
at Itonowitz. Furthermore, you state two or three wooden barracks woro 
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provided for Farben for that purpose. After C«_p IV had been constructed 
which hed 56 or 60 barracks at tho end, was it a natter for tho SS to do- 
termino the use of the individual bcrracks at their own discretion or was 
■ an egreeaont of tho Farben management necessary? 

A. Once tho camp was transferred by us, it was a netter for the SS 
how they divided that canp. 

Q. Undor paragraph 13 you steto that you heard that Russian foreign 
workers were beaten by the foreman? 

A. Once or twice I heard about thet when I visited £he coup. 

Q. Do you know why the caap leader Pillich was boating the inmates 
of that camp? Did they resist? 

A. I can givo you no information about that. 

Q. You yourself never observed anything like that? 

A. No. 

Q. Under paragraph 1A you deal with the so-called labor correction 
canp and you say that so-called loafers wero put into that camp. Now, 
witnoss, wore loafers sent into that canp by tho Farbon works management 
or were they sent to that canp by tho Reich Trustee of Labor in connection 
with tho labor authorities? 

C /w I don't- know how people wore sent into that labor correction camp. 
It was merely my task to divide those c a^>s from the others in ordor to 
bring about a separation between the main camp and the labor correction 
camp. 

Q. Yesterday you testified and you also said something about it in 
your affidavit that the inmates wore very exhausted after thoir march. Do 
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you mean the narch back into the concentration eftep .'.uschwitz at tho tine 
whon Camp IV was not yet used by tho inmates? 

A. Yes, that was between 1941 and 1942 when the inmates still had 
to narch from the main camp to the construction site. Usually, during 
the march back, they were exhausted. 

Q. *'<id at a later date could you still obsorvo such natters? 

A. I couldn't then observe it because then tho canp was in close 
vicinity to the work place. 

Q. Under paragraph 7 of your affidavit you deal wit*i the two tonts 
which have alroady been mentioned which had been constructed in Camp IV. 
Did you, in your capacity as architect, have any misgivings about these 
two tents as being inflammable and that they could not withstand a fire? 

A. Yos. Inmates might have smoked and thero was a possibility that 
an accident could occur. The fire police, however, had equipped tho camp 
with necessary water and other fire fighting equipment and thon tho tents 
•ore only set up temporarily, . 

Q. And how about the humane point of view which was mentioned in 
your affidavit? Did you think that housing inmatos in tonts is something 
particular? 

A. I voicod oy misgivings fcecauso I thought that if human beings 
were to live in tonts for a nuabor of years it wouldn't be very pleasant 
for them from a humano point of view, but since it was only a temporary 
measure I made no remark about it, 
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Q. Under paragraph 8 of your affidavit you deal with the food given 
to the inmates. • You state the following, end I quote: ”1 assume that 
the locates ete their food while sitting on their bods." How did you ar¬ 
rive at that assumption? 

One moment. 

Did the interrogating officer put that fact to you which led you to 
a conclusion to that effect, or is that a conviction Wiich you cen no long¬ 
er maintain at this ties. 

A. When I talked to the Prosecution about that wp.discussed this 
question. I said that the food was taken from tho kitchon in buckets and 
then sent into tho various barracks. When there was nice weather, the 
inmates sat outside on the grounds and sooetlmes, of course,^thoy wore al¬ 
so inside the barracks. Whatever I saw, at any rate, I could only aoo 
from tho outsido of t he camp. Mr. von Halle oorely assumed that tho in¬ 
mates were eating the food while sitting on the bed, 

Q. But yesterday you statod that a part of the barracks was segre¬ 
gated as a so-called day room? 

A. Yes, and that becomes apparent from tho nap which I drew up. All 
barracks which I handed over to the SS were always arranged in the follow¬ 
ing way: Three-fourths of the barracks wero the bed rooms and onc-fourth 
was a day rooo, and then there were always two or three cabins for tho 
capos. I don't know of any other division of a barracks for the concen¬ 
tration camp. 

Q. Well, couldn't the inmates cat in their day room? 

A. Well, that would have boon quite possible. 
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Q. But in your affidavit you stated that you assumed that the iiw 
mates ate their food while sitting on their beds end I now went to ask you 
whether the contrary assumption is more obvious, namely that the inmates 
ate their food in their day rooms? 

A. I think that the moment the inmates recoived the food thoy Just 
went all over the place and if one or the other couldn : t find any room in 
the day room, then he stayed outside or to his bed where he ate his food, 

Q. Wasn't there a kitchen in Camp IV to which a dining room was af¬ 
filiated? 

* 

A. Yes. This was the mess hall at first for tho SS guards who, at 
the beginning, were housed cloao in the camp itsolf and, at a later dato, 
this room was made available to the inmates. 

Q. I should now like to revert to paragraph 12 of your affidavit 
where you mention the hospital barracks. You state that Farben refused 
to construct more hospital barracks. Aron : t you confusing that with tho 
demand by the SS who wanted to construct various buildings for penal pur¬ 
poses and that was refused by Farben, wasn't it? 

A. I heard of this demand made by the SS to Farbon, Chief Enginoor 
Faust told mo that thesa demanJs were rejected by tho works management and 
I also represented that view in my affidavit. 

Q. Don't you remember that tho SS Standartenfuehrcr Maurer of tho 
concentration camp inspectorate in Berlin himself rejected those demands 
by the concentration camp Auschwitz? 

A. I know the nano Maurer but I ion't know anything about his refus¬ 
al to that demand. I never attended these meetings. 
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Q. T.cu testified that after Canp IV was constructed and after it 
was han<‘.*<d over to the SS, tho administration was exclusively in the hands 
of the 'SS. In order to leave no doubt about th'.s matter, I want to ask 
you whether medical care of the inmates belonged to that? 

A. Yea. 

Q. You testified before that you heard once or twice that the camp 
leador Pillich was beating foreign workers. You also testified that you 
didn't know his reasons for doing that. Did the works management toler- 
ato any physical punishment of workers or did they issut) any general di¬ 
rectives referring not only to inmates but quite gsnendly to all workers 
within the Farben plant of -uischwits? 

A. It was jpsnorally know at the construction olaco that workers of 
any kind were not to be beaten. 

Q. You under paragraph 14 said that so-called loafors wore transfer¬ 
red into that labor correction camp. You then explained the conception 
of loafers or Arbeitsbucnelanton - that these wore Germans who, for in- 

e 

stance, stayed away from their work and thon you go on to say - and this 
I want to put to you - that these wero workers who didn't work in tho way 
itwas demanded. Do you know of a rdnglo case where a foroign or Gorm»n 
worker was placed into tho labor correction camp because ho didn't work 
in tho way as it was demanded by his fira or by the works management? 

A. No, in this fora I don't know of any such coso. Would you be 
good enough to understand the expression .•jbeitsbuaoelanton or loafer 
in the way I communicated it to the Prosecution at the time? Those woro 

workors who were absentees from their work, who left their work piece 
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for t*o or three days, who stayed in the vicinity of the c&np and then re¬ 
turned to the construction place. I don't know anything about the selec¬ 
tion of those :people who were placed into the labor correction camp. 

Q. Am I to understand your testioony to ncan that the last addition 
in your affidavit, which refers to the transfer to the labor correction 
camp because of too little wark, was added by the Prosecution? 

/.. Yea, I never mentioned that addit3?n whilst I was interrogated. 

DR. SSIDL: Ur. Commissioner, I hev, no further questions to put to 
this witness. 

THE (XMUSSIOfER: la there any redirect examination? 

Aa I understand it, Mr. Minskoff, Dr. Soldi has been cross examining 
this witness on the Prosecution oxhibit, tho number of which you have not 
yet given me. Did you ascertain that number yet yestorday? 

UR. MINSKOFF: I cocaunicated with Mr. Aachen's office about that 
and thoy were supposed to inform tho Commissioner. I don't know whothor 
that has boon done or not. 

THE COMMISSIONER: As I was saying. Dr. Soidl has been cross examin¬ 
ing on this affidavit and you will now have an opportunity to carry on 
redirect. 

You may procood with your Redirect. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY UR. MINSKOFF: 

Thank you sir. 

* 

Q. Ur. Witness, you can road German, can't you? 

A. I assume so. 
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Q. You aren' % sure whether you coul4 rvad and understand Geman? 

A. Being a German, J probably do reed German. 

Q? Now, the affidavit which was the subject of discussion - ycu road 
that affidavit, did you not, before you signed it? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And did you make a number of. corrections on tho affidavit? 

A- Yos. 

Q. laid did you initial oach correction? , 

A. Yea. . 

UR. UINSKOFF: Thank you. No further questions. 

THE COMMISSIONER: la there any further rocrosa examination by any 
of dofonse counsel? 

(None indicated). 

In that caso, the witnoss will bo excused. 

Dr. Soldi? 

DR.SOL: Ur. Commissioner, with tho permission of tho Coomisslon, 

I should like to ask tho witnoss Faust to tako the witness 3trnd. Tho 
first nemo of that witnoss is Max. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Is ho German? 

DR. SEIDL: Yos, he's a Geman. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Bring the witnoss Max Faust in. 

DR. SEIDL: Mr. Coaaissioner, I have Just lcarnod that tho witnoss 
is not yet here. We asked him to appear before the court room at 9:30 
this asrning. He may have made a mistake becauso the court rooms have 
changed. In the meantime, wo shall try to bring tho witness hero as 
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quickly as possible. We'll try to find hin somewhere in the court houso. 
THE COWQSSIONER: Was he notified of tho time? 

DR. SEJDL: He was told that tho exaoination would cojoenco at 9:30 
in the morning. 

THE COUJUSSIONSl: I'll declare a recess for the purpose of finding 
the witness and you will please let ae know when that is done. 

So, this hearing ia recessed until further notice, 

(A recess was taken.) 
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YES MARSHAL: The commission is again in cession. 

TES COfrlSSIlEIH: *«r. Marshal, will you bring In the vit&Ses Max 
Faust. Mr. Witness, you will raise your right hand, oronovnce your nano 

TF5 UIOTSS: I, Max Paust, 

TEL CQdtlSSlCSiJi: Repeat this oath after ne — I swear by God the 
Almighty end Oaniscient that I will s*>eak the pure truth, and will with¬ 
hold and add nothing, / 

(The witness repeated the oath.) 

You nay be seated. Hr. Foust, hare you testifled-previously at any 
Of these hearings? 

TEE WITHES::; Yes, last sunner during the Prosecution's case. In 
addition I have nade a number of affidavits for the Defense. 

TEE SQuiITSIOHER: Thank you, Kr, witness. X wanted to call your 
attention to the lights 5n front of you. The yellow one signifies, when 
it cones on, that you ore talking too fast and the other one, the red 
light, if you see that flash On, then you nust otop talking until you have 
been notified to go ahead. You ore permitted to answer all nuestiono 
fully, but it is reouested that you make your answers os brief and 
responsive as possible to the Questions. In other words don't volunteer 
any information outside of the scope of the auestion. If the Question is 

s 

incomplete, counsel will undoubtedly ask you other ouestions which will 
develope the thene hfc intends to inquire about. You nay now proceed, 

Dr. Soldi. 

DIRECT EXAhlHATIOH 
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\ 

BY DR, SEEL; 

Q. Witness, for the record, please state your full none again and 
the dctc you were born, 

K Max Faust, 5 April 1891. 

Q, *r. Coanlssioner, I should now like to indicate the affidavits 
which the witness, Max Far.st, has given us, and which are in the various 
doculent books of the defendant Duerrfeld. The first affidavit is in 
Book 3, page 8. It bears the mnber Duerrfeld 958, and was offered by tho 
Defense as Exhibit 42. ** 

THE COtihlSSIOVER: 427 

DR. SEIDL: Yes. The next affidavit is also in Book 3 of tho 
Duerrfeld Bocunont Books on page 13. It bears Fuerrfeld Nunber 481, Exhibit 
43. The third affidavit is also Book 3 of Duerrfeld, on page 18 of the 
doevnent book. It bears Surber 480, Exhibit Amber 44. These nre the 
affidavits contained in Book 3 of Duerrfeld. 

TEE COWISSXOKER: I assur.e. Dr. Seidl, that you will exaninod on 
these docuoents separately — that is you will not go iron one exhibit 
to another — is that correct? You will exaaine first on 42 and then on 
43 and then next on 44, 

DR. SEIDL: Hr. Connissioner, personally I shall not at all Question 
the witness Faust in connection with these affidavits. We shall leave 
that to the Prosecution, if they want to put any Questions to the witness 
fron these affidavits. I wjuld suggest, too, that we treat one affidavit 
after another in order that there be uo confusion end then ve would also 
be able to tell whether arc' one Question is still within the scooe of the 
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affidavit. 

THE CQtl'JSSICVafi: That's what I had in uind, Dr. Seidl. 

DR. S2.IDL: I shall now also indicate the other m* ‘idavits vh.’ch were 
subnittad by the witness, kax Faust, and which are coot.’.load in other 
document books. The other affidavits are in Book 14 of the document 
book for Duerrfeld. The first affidavit in this book ts on cage 21. 

It is an affidavit dated 11 Decaaber 1947 bearing Duerrfeld Number 960. . 

It was submitted as Exhibit 347. The next docunent is in Book 14 on page 
75. It is an affidavit of Max Faust dated 24 Seotanbar '1947. It bears 
Duerrfeld Hunber 474 r Exhibit! 145. There is only one r. ore lefv for ne to 
identify which is in Book 10 of the Duerrfeld docunent books. It is tho 
first affidavit in that bo»k on page 1. It bears Duerrfeld Hunber 1114. It 
was offered as Exhibit 240. These are all the exhibits which were offered 
by the Defense on behalf of Duerrfeld froa that file. Before turning tho 
witness over to the cross examination I should like to out one supplemental 
auestion to hin. Mr. Faust, you attended the conference vhich took plnoe 
on 21 l.arch 1941 in Berlin with Obergnrr'enfuohrer Volff. Yournlso attended 
the conference with Conuandant Boess about tho employment of innates in 
*uschwit* on 27 March 1941. is that true? 

A. Yes. 

k. Now, with whrt type of persons wjre you concerned who were to go to 
the -luschwit* Plant to work as locates — were they political pris>nors or 
were the majority of then criminal elements, professional criminals, anti¬ 
social elements, people in security custody? 

A, Dr. Seidl, you referred to these two conferences. During these 
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two conferences the type of oersone who were to be as6lgnel to us as 
workers were not discussed. According to the inoresslons which I gained 
later during April, May, June, and during cy tenporary visits to the 
construction site, I cane to the conclusion that these ueoole wore costly 
criminals. To a lesser degree they were political -orisoners. 

Q. Is the proportion of political inmates on the one hand and the 
crinInal inmates on the other hand, the •«=*, of did it change in the 
course of the years? 

A. It did change in the course of the years. Later there were core 
political Inmates. 

DB. SZIDL: I have no further questions to the witness for the nooent, 
. THE COe.ISSIOKZR: The Prosecution nay cross examine. 

CROSS ZXmMIKATIOH 

BY NR. iilBSKOiT: 

Q, Mr. Witness, you Just testified that in the early days when you 
first discussed the procurement of lncates to work for 1.0. Auschwitz, it 
was your inpression that nost of these concentration camp inmates wore not 
Je*»s or political prisoners, but were criminal elements. Bov, would you 
explain, Mr. Witness, why it was that at this 27 torch nesting it was spe¬ 
cifically discussed that in order to obtain the Koos — not the workers 
bat the Kenos — you would recruit teh criminal elements from all other 

concentration conus and bring them down to Auschwitz? 

* 

DR. SZIDL: I object to this Question. It becomes clearly apparent- 
frai the minutes of this conference that neither Fnrben or this witness 
were to procure any of the Kanos and that this done exclusively by the 
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:SS and its organisation. 

HR,- MINSK(77: I suonoss there is no way of stopping the counsel frcn 
testifying for the witness. It waild he very sinple to nake on objection 
if they hnd grounds for objection, without suggesting to the witness ns 
to how he night answer the Prosecution's ouestion. The nesting I an 
referring to, Xr. Coocissloner, is HI 15146. and it's precisely the sons 
nesting which a few noaents ego Dr'. Seidl referrod.to o'n'fcio rirect 
exrninntion. How, Mr. Vitness, in this nesting the discussion was held 
between you and Duerrfeld end the SS about the procurement of concentration 
cenp innates to work for 1.0. Auschwitz, and one of the biggeot stunbling 
blocks in getting enough inaates froo Auschwitz vas the fact that you 
would need enough Kanos t> guard these innates and vofk with these 
lnnates, an'' the neeting which you attended decided that the decisive 
factor for the sneed with which this could be done — that is obtaining 
these necessary Kanos — would depend unon how fast these Kanos could 
arrive, and the following sehtence says: "These Kanos Are being selected 
froa suong the professional cr ini rials and ought to be transfcred fron 
other concentration canos to Auschwitz.." How, lir. Vitness, if the lnnatos 
thensolves in Auschwitz were crininals, why wns it necesspry to bring 
then froo other concentration ca:ips to Auschwitz to be Kanos? 

DR. SSIDL: Hr. Coocissioner, I nust object again. I would suggest 

that in the sane way as yesterday the ninutes are put to the witness 

to which the Prosecution is referring now. It is in Book 93 of the 

Prosecution, Exhibit Punber 2200. It becones annarent free wrcgrnnh 3, 

very clearly what'it is all about, 
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f®. MINSK077: I object now to Dr. Seidl saying the record shows. 

The document soeak sof itself and if he wants the witness to see the 
d)cu,jent I hr.v* no objection to that. 

LS, SEIDL: If the Prosecution thicks that the docuoant speaks for 
itself then they have no need to out any Question to the witness about it, 

THE CdiJilSSIOSEB: .1 think we have ergued this natter long enough 
now. This is the way I look at it. You have certain naterial in..thiu 
r^fidavit. If you wish to auestlon the witness on that you nay offer 
hie the exhibit for his scrutiny and then propound your- questions on 
that basis. 

. **• KXWIOITj *r. Cosnissioner, this witness has attended a neotlng 
and we are now questioning bin about that nesting. If he indicates thnt 

e 

he has forgotten what occurred at that nesting I'd be hnooy to refreoh 
his recollection by showing hie the ninutes of that oeeting. Until he has 
so indicated it's hardly necessary to show hin any ninutes. He has 
Just answered the Question r»t to hin by defense counsel without any 
help fron any docunents. He recalls the nesting and I'n asking hin about 
the very sane ueeint. hay I ask hin about that very sane nesting. It hasn 1 ' 
changed in the last few ninutes. 
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Q. thm, !<r. Witness, can you explain t*y it was necessary to get 
professional criminals frea other concentration carps and bring then 
to Auschwitz to act as Capos if the inmates at Auschwitz were already 
professional criuinala? 

A. In that connection, I oust tell you that I don't remember at all 
all these details nor this conference. Tou just take into consideration 
that that was noro than seven years ago. I don't remember now that the 
employment of worlcers was to be delayed l rj the fact that there weren't 
enough Capos available. That is completely new to me,. »t present. 

Q. Thanl; you. \'x. T/itness, in your affidavit, Duesrfold Document Ho. 
1*78 I believe that is tho last document in Duorrfeld Document Book Ho. I 
— it appears on page 105; 106 or 107 is a chart — hr. Witness, you 
refer in this chart to tl» difference of responsibilities of the inmates 
in the coop that is, Ifcnowit* - and on the building site, 1 . 0 . 
Auschwitz and you state that tho charts which bear your signature are 
baaed upon tlie agroc-ients between the SS^ aixl tho I. 0. and tho cov- 
atruction cocpanios. 

How, Ur. Witness, isn't it a fact that all the agreements which 
exiatod concoming ireiates assigned to 1.0. Auschwitz were agreements ra 
made between 1.0. Farfcen and the SS and that none of those agreements 
wore made directly between the SS and the construction fires? 

A. Your question is whether any agreccjc.its wore made between tho SS 
and the firas? I must answer that question in the negative, 

Q. Than!: ycu. f|»o agreements that wrs rada were made between 1,0. 
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Farben and tho SS. Isn't that correct? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Ho", itr. '(fitness, looking at your ch -rt, I notice that you have 
fields of ros;X>n3ibility for the Lina tea in can? b, ifonw/itz, and also 
fields of responsibility for inaates in the plant, I.G. Auschwitz. Am, 

I don't quite understand fron this chart where the responsibility was for 
obtaining tho concentration caap inmates that you arc talking about in 
this chart. Nhosc responsibility was that? 

A. For tho procurement of tho workers tho SS naturaUy was responsi¬ 
ble. 

Q. Ifcrhans, you didn't understand tho quosUon, it. Hitnoss. TTho 
obtained those wor!:ors from tho SS to work at I.G. Auschwitz? 

A. I didn't quite understand your quostion? 

Q. Didn't you yourself ofton attend confcro.wos and mootings with 
tho SS for tho procurement of concentration cam? inaates to work at I. 

Auschwitz? 

A. Hot for tho procurement. 'Jo only discussed tj*> naking available 
of workers to tho plant, from tho concentration caqp to Farben and did 
attond such ccnforoncos but tho actual procurement of workors was never 
tho subjoct of discussions. 

Q. I an not sure that that aakos any distinction in tho English 
longuago; it might in tho Goman. 

A. If you go clown to tho SS and ask that tlwy .iako workers available to 
I.G. Far bon Auschwitz, that is what I an talking about. 

Q. Isn't it a fact that you wont down to tho SS and had conforcncos 
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and aeotings Tilth thea and stated your requirement of workers, of con- 
contration oanp irnates, of 1,000 for one poriod and 3,000 for another 
period? 

A. Tho SS as noil as Farben had received this ordor froea the highest 
Reich authorities to caploy inaates for tho coistructioi of the Buna plant. 
It was natural that both those partners would most in order to discuss 
this caplqyncnt. 

Q. Isn't it a fact, Witness, that tho ordor to use concentration 
camp inmates in tho building of I.G. Auscisrits caao not from tho SS but 
from Qcbochcn, defendant Krauch, in this caso? 

A. I only '.mow branch's lottor to Farbon in which Kraooh rofero 
to an ordor by Gooring.: \I> thoroforo, have to assure that Krauch had also 
received tliis ordor from Gooring. 

I # 

Q. Did you 1 auw, l<r. Witness, that it was io-auch \itio asked Gooring 
to issue this ordor? 

A. Ho. 

Q. Hr. Witness, do you recall being im'onxxl— 

IIR. L'TSi'OFF: Hoy I ask tho question? 

DR. SEIDL: I aa objecting to the last question. 

IS. 2Q2I3KOFF: Oh, pardon do. 

ER. SSIDI.: Ur. Ccttiissi<»cr, I ask that tho last question and tho last 
ansTror be Strieker, fren tho record. This question is obviously misleading. 
'Die Ifcfenso as wll as tho Prosecution is troll aware that tho defendant 
Krauch nover cede any request that imates be oqplcjyod. In ay opinion, 
the question ecu Id havo only been put in the fora whether this witness 
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5mcw whether Professor Krauch cade any such request. The form which was 
used by the Prosooution ecu Id give tho impression as if actually someone 
of Far ben or someone of the Gcbachcm actually nado the request. 

. : H. KCISKOF?: Dr. Seidl has forgotten that a few moments ago he 
was explaining the functions of cross examination when ho was cross 
examining on a Prosecution affidarit. 

THE CO. ilSSIOirjR: Havo you any definito reply to make to Dr. Seidl*s 
motion to strike? 

LR. 1HJI5K0FF: Tes, yes, if it please tho Ccoaissionor. Tho quostion 
is basod on two tilings. One is previous statement of tho same witness 
and to a document which was presented beforo this court, a document 
which is a letter frai Krauch to Ambros explaining that at his request tho 
Goering orders woro issued} but apart from that I on now asking for this 
witness's testimony as to whothorho know at that timo there was a quostion 
by tho defendant Krauch to Gooring for such orders to assist in tho building 
of 1.0. Auschwltt. 

THE ccunsstanau That caaplctos your roply to Dr. Soidl's motion, 
doosn't it, counsol? 

IR. *£DlSK0;-7: That completes it, yes. 

THE COITUSSIONERi Will you proceed with your examination then? 

BY IS. imrSKOFFs 

q. Witness, when you first went down to Kirsten to tho SS to make 
inmates available for I.G. Auschwitz, do you rcoall roporting on thoso 
negotiations and saying that tho relationships with tho SS woro very 
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friendly and they were willing to cooperate by tvddng inmates availablo? 
Do you recall that? 

A. Yea. It is in no way unusual in Germany; wo noraally try to cloal 
with businoss partners in a friendly way. 

Q. Mow, lir. YfLtnoss, if in fact the SS woro ccopollod by some higher 
authority libo Goo ring or Hiaalor to make then availablo to you, why was 
it nccossary for you to ccnstantly havo Bootings with the SS about naking 
noro and noro inmates available? Wouldn't that cone autoaatically and 
why would you report in tho minutes of your meetings how fortunate you 
wore in your good relationships with the SS? 

A. You*ro putting two questions to no. One quostion is this: why 
was it noccscary to oonduct negotiations with tho SS in ordor to start 
the onploynont? Tiw socond question is: IPjy cm I cn^iasizing that 
tho doaUngs with tho SS were of a friendly nature? Both questions 
aro quite obvious to roply to. 

Tho employment of Heritors, .at loast as far as Farbon was conccrnod, 
was sooothing ontiroly now. It is a natter of courso that wo hoi to 
mako orrangononts in what mannor tho so inmates wore to bo actually od- 
ployod, 

Tho socond part of your quostion I reply to as follows. It was com¬ 
pletely new for Farbon to deal with an institution as was represented 
by tho SS at that tiao, Tho SS was an organization in Germany which 
ovory normal mortal human being treated with a certain caution. For 
that reason, wo woro at first quite satisfied in casocncing normal busi¬ 
noss relations with this organization. 
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Q. I soo. How, It. Witness, isn't it a fact that this organization 
which ono has to deal with so carefully was an organization of which you 
were personally a ucobor? 

A. I don't understand you question. 

Q. Were you personally a acabor of the SS? 

A. No. 
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Q. How often during the oourao of your oarly stay at I.G. Ausch¬ 
witz did you hare doalings with SS Coaaandant Hooss? 

A. Whnt do you ncnn — at the beginning? Would you plonso spocify 
a tino? 

1941, to start with. 

A. Zn 1941 I had porhaps throe or four acotings with Hoobs together 
with IXiorrfold. I can't tell you exactly. 

Q, Mr. Vitnosa, who*, did you Join tho Hnzi Patty? 

A. On tho 1st of Kay 1?33, for roasons which I already conaunientod 
to tho Prosocution la»t suaeor. 

Q. Did tho Most Party stand for sonothing rory difforont fron whnt 
tho SS stood for? 

A. I bolloro, yoB. 

Q, Mr. Vitnosa, lot us turn for a oonont to your chart, looking nt 
your chart, X notico in tho niddlo hox of tho top row tho only responsibility 
that you haro listed for Parbon, **>art from foodstuffs, is tho supply of 
oloctric curront, steam and vator. 

How, Mr. Vitnoss, isn't it truo that X.G. Parbon was responsible 
for tho croctlon and all of tho Installations of C-nap 4 for tho accommodation 
of tho concentration cnop inmates working for thorn? 

A. You must distinguish. Vo aro hero concornod with tho rnrious re¬ 
sponsibilities aftor tho ca-*> had boon cosplotod whilst, howorcr, tho cncp 
vos boing oroctod no inmatos woro thoro as yot. Naturally, Parbon had 
responsibility for tho construction of Camp 4. 

13977 


8 May 48Jt-SJ/-8-2^ri=eau (Raalor) 

Court 6j Case 6 - Core locion 

Q, That is what I want to get on tho record, that the actual oroction 
and alltho installations which woro constructed at Monowits in which inantos 
lived wore all tho responsibility of I.G. Tarbon — woro they not? 

A. Toa, that is juat ns if an architect would build a houso end 
thon lator gives it to tho ownor or tonanont on purchaeor for uso, In tho 
ocbbo way, Fnrbon was building that cazp which was lator givon to tho SS 
for its uso. 

Q. I understand; so that if tho placo was built with sanitary con¬ 
ditions whifch woro sub-huaan standards that would hevo boon tho respon¬ 
sibility cf tho arehitoct, wouldn't it? 

A, Tho sanitary conditions in that crop vero no difforont froa all 
other Gornnn housing ensp*. 

Q. Is it your tostlnony, Mr. Witness, that all tho Gomans working 
at I a G. Auschwitz livod in barracks which had no running wator? 

A. Tho barracks naturally had no running wator but tho sanitary 
installations did have running water. Let so stnto soaothing fundnaontal 
ooaothing which tho Prosecution as well as tho rofenso sucos to nisundor- 
stand. Throughout ontiro Co many thoro woro two typos of barracks. Ono 
typo was tho typo of the Reich L-bor Sorvico. Thon there was tho barrack 
typo of tho Goman I/jftwnffo. Ko othor types of barracks wore producod 
throughout Goraany. In nil Goman housing carps it was c us tonary that tho 
wash end toilot barracks arc soparatod froo tho actual living barracks, , 

Q. Is it your testinony, Mr. Witness, th~t in tho plncos whoro othor 
Gernans livod at I.G. Auschwitz tho toilot* woro Just outhouaoa with no 
wator at all? I* that your testinony? 
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A. You again mismdoristood 30 . Chore were no tollota out in tho opon. 
Choro were toilot barracks. Ihoso toilot and washroom barracks had running 
water. They voro constructed in the rcry same way in all tho other housing 
csops. 

Q. Mr. v itnesc, Just yostorday tho witness for tho Pefense who built 
those barracks tost if led that tho tollots had no running water. Thoy woro 
outhoucos. It was nocossary from tino to tino to sond trucks down to clean 
then up. Mow, is it your view, your knowledge of Auschwitz, that that in not 
true! 

A. That is corroct; yes, that is truo. I oust corroct myeolf. Tho 
rlnaking of toilets as wo know thoo in ordinary toms was not dono in thoso 
toilot barracks but that was truo in tho caso of all living cnr.ps throughout 
0 cranny. 

DH. B37THMI (Couxuol for dofondant Aabros): K r . Coaolssionor, I objoct 
to this sorioc of questioning by Mr. Minskoff. Ho askod who originally built 
Canrp 4. Then continuing that quostion ho wont on to say that Crmp 4 woo run 
in an inhmnno way. Theso aro two ontiroly difforont subjoct mat tors and I 
oust state that tho first quostion as to tho responsibility of tho construction 
of tho original cnap cannot to put to goth or with tho quostionas to conditions 
Jo Camp 4 . 

KB. MIKSXOFF: I think that fcr. Hoffnann has misunderstood tho quostion. 

*0 aro not speaking of conditions in Cusp 4 as such but tho conditions that 
Wro croatod by tho Farbon ana-gOaont who astho witnoss tostifiod, woro tho 
orchitocts of Camp 4. 

THE CQOUSSIOHHtj T 0 u aro spooking of installations? 

13579 


8 Kay 46-M^OUJPrlsosc (Scalar) 

Court 6, C-.so 6 - Cooalssion 

K3, MDTSZ05T: That it right. 

THE COOOSSiaORt Is a *attor of fact, Dr. Hoffcann knove that tha 
S ‘ V *'“ cro- o*«ination is alvay. oxtranoly liberal «nd I think hi. 
objection, howoror, 1 . fall, .tntod In th. record. H«ro yon nnythln s further 
to .ay in rogard to that objection? 

xs. xmatoiT, norolj , ^ that „ S0B0 aUvaioratm(L _ 

ine bocouao tho que.tlon rnl.od ncr.ly to the nctunl oon.tructlon which hod 
no toilot facilities in tho son.o of naming vator. 

“* Cai,I " M » 1 «** i. aufflcient ardent on tho mt tor. 
Will you procood then with your oxaain.tion? 
sy kr. KiHsrcm 

0. Mr. Witnc.s, vhat klnd of fncllltlc , 41d ^ per0onnlly havo ai 
X.o. Auschwitz? 
i, Hyoolf ? 

foa. You llrod at X.C. Aaeohvit., did you not? 

A. Yoa. In tho offlco barrack. I had vator clo.ot., that's truo. 

I had then installed, that i. true, but that vns only in tho office barra*.. 

Q. And other Gormn civilian. lived in tho barrack. - onployoo. lived 

In barrack, which al.o had running vator for toilot facilitlo.i i.n't that 
truo? 

K Only ocployoo* ni no, worker.. In ny opinion, thnt 1. ,ult. 
natural, which 1. pructlcod throng th. entire world, boeeu.o nil „,or 
tho world tho aaployoot, „ffi co „nff, ., e ., i lT , nndor nor. cl.lll.od 
condition* thon ordlwry vorkor*. The, 1 . tru. throughout th. ontlro. world. 

4 Sow, Kr. Xltnoca, under rp*pon.lblll,lo* of tho SS In Conp 4, 

1 » 5 » 
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Monovitz, you list lodgings and assignments of huts. Now, in your chart 
thoro is no mention of tho tve tents that were used in Monovitz. Now, 
isrrt it a fact that witi* rospcct to tho two tents in ponowitz it was 
tho suggestion of tho'defendant IXicrrfeld and not that of the SS that 
those touts wore to he sot up to house 1,000 inmates becauso of tho lack 
of room in Monowltz? . 

A. Tho sotting up of those tents was’ duo to tho suggestion by tho 
working nanngenont but that, too, Mr. Hinakoxf , is not a rnro occurrence. 
Svon today huaan beings aro still boing housod in tonts. Thoro is only 
ono difference. In tho tdnts of Camp 4 thoro was contral heating but 
in othor tonts in which human boings aro living today thoro is no control 
boating, 

Q. I an intorostod in gottlng tho rocord clear and straight. Your 
chart now which soys that tho SS was cooplotoly rosponslblofor lodging and 
assignments of huts should thon be aodlflod, should it not, bochUso in tho 
cato of a thousand 1 mates who llvod in tho tonts — that was tho sugges¬ 
tion of tho dofondnnt Duorrfeld and not tto SS. Now, shouldn't wo, thoro- 
foro, corroct that chart, at le-st with that modification? 

A, You say yourxolf thot was tho suggestion by far bon. Tho docleion 
howovor, was made by tho SS. 

Q* Vho put tho tonts up , Mr. Vitnoss’ 

A. Tho inmates. 

Q. Who proridod tho oatorials and tho funds? 

A, Thoro can bo no doiht about that, Tho funis cano in prlnciplo 
from Far bon. In ny opinion, that was ropcatodly testified to. Tho 
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procurement of too materials and of tho tents was carried out by 
sped all cod flrn. 
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Q Now, Mr, Witness, this is after Ifonowitz is built. It is 
Farben than that nakos tho suggostions for fccilitios—living facili- 
tigs^-in Itoaowits and provides tho nocossary funds. Now, I say, isn t 
it nocossary in viow of that to chango your chart as to both itans, 
lodgings and assigmonts of huts? 

A I soo no reason why I should do that, 

Q !!r, Witness, how long did tho imntos livo in thoso tonts? 
Was that o vory temporary thing for a f<m nooks, or did that last for 
a poriod of fivo or six nonths? 

A I cannot toll ycu that exactly, but it corteinly was a fow 

nonths, 

Q Hr, *itnoss, isn't it a fact that whon y<w had thoso tonts 
put up that yew yourself folt it wculd bo cooplotoly untfustifiod undor 
norual conditions to heuso hunan boings in such placos? 

A No, that was not ny opinion, Ilr, Hinskoff, I >na a soldier 
uysolf and I know that ono could livo vory wU in tonts. 

Q Hr. Hitnoss, do ycu recall oaklng a statement for tho 
Prosocution, saying that yew thought that it would bo unjustlfiablo 
in nomal tinos to livo in thoso tonts—on tho 7th of August, 19li7? 

A In nomal tinos, yos, of courso, txit thoso wore not nomal 
tinosj no had war. 

Q Wasn't tho real roason that you had to build those tonts 
tto fact that ycu woro asking for noro imatos than yew could heuso 
at iionowitz, and you had to havo temporary quart a rs for tho now onos 
that kept cooing in? 

A If we had had sufficient housing facilities, no tont 
would havo boon put up. 

Q Certainly, Ndw, I say, wasn't tho nocossity for tho tonts 
ersatod by your own Construction itnagemont in asking for noro innatos 
then you could possibly heuso? 

A But wo could heuso ttaa; wo had those tonts. 

Q Thank ycu. How, lir. ‘"itnoss, fron your chart it would 
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appear that the SS had ccaplcte jurisdiction in Canp IV, Honowitz. 

isn't it a fact that tho I.G. Farbcn had a great doal of influonco 
as to what was dona and what installations woro built in tho Ifonowitz 
concentration canp? 

A In no way did wo uxort any influerazo. 

Q Woll, tr. ffitnoss, wo just finiahod ifith ono subjoct as to 
tho tonts, t.hich woro sug S ostod by Farban. Now, Hr. Nitnoss, do you 
recall tolling a nenbor of tho Prosocution on 7 August, 'U7, in Nurn- 
borg, that althcxigh tho SS in Honowitz roquostod tho installation of a 
norguo, a dissooting roaa, and a crematory, you rafusod to oonply? 

Do you rasaibor that, :ir. Witness? 

A This, :*r. :dnskoff, could not bo quito correct. I novor 
rofusod tho construction of an infirmiy. It was quito natural 
that in a canp whoro 5,000 pooplo or noro woro to bo housod, a 
hospital— 

Q lfcy I intorrupt a rxaont. Thoro has boon a nistako in tho 
translation, or olso you didn't undorstand tho quostion, I said, and 
I wUl ropoat it for you, that: Didn't you toll a nonbor of tho Pros¬ 
ocution on tho 7th of August, '1x7, in Nurnborg, that although tho SS 
in -bnowitz had roquostod tho installation of a norguo, a dissooting 
roca, and c crematory, that ycu rofusod to ca-.xLy? 

A Xos, that is corroct. 

Q So that, as a natter of fact, both with respect to tho 
tonts which you suggested end with respect to tho cronotory and norguo 
that tho SS suggested, it was always Farbon whoso decision was final? 

A I havo already oiphasizod boforo, and I shall ropoat it 
nw, that tho suggestion for tho putting up of tho tonts cario from 
Farbun. Tho djeision that tho tonts woro pit up was nado by tho SS. 

Q Dut, !>■ Titnoss, whon wo spoak of tho influonco of Farben 
in Canp IV ! onowitz and thon wo aoa that when thoy suggest sonothing, 
it is carried out, and when thoy rofusod to ccnply it is not carried 
out, — doosn't that indiento to ycu that tho influonco is rather 
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strong in i'onawits? 

A *cu cannot comludo fraa that that Farbon's influonoo was 
strong thoro. At that tino I rofusod to construct those buildings bo- 
causo I had to rofuso all buildings, including tho technical buildings, 
which woro not absolutely essential. 

Q i'r. Tfitnoss, in your affidivit, Docuuont 959, pa go 85 of 
tho English, ycu nontion that you often cccplainod to tho SS Caup 
Canoandints about tho troatuont of prisoners. How, isn't it a fact 
that tho innatos of tho concentration conp who trortcod for I. 0. Farbon 
woro boaton by civilians, ovon though tho SS Ccnnandant had ropoatodly 
inforcod ycu that it was forbidden by civilians to boat imatos? 

A I knew* that tho fact tlut civilians woro boating tho in¬ 
natos was oxprossod vory quickly, but whonovor that happonod thoso 
woro only individial oases which sinply could not bo avoidod at such 
a largo constnidtion sito. 

Q Now, |-r. Witnoss, did yai or did you not stato to tho 
Prosocution on 7 August, «h7, in Numbarg, that tho concentration 
conp Connandant Hooss told you ropoatodly that tho Roichafuohror SS 
had forbiddon civilians to boat tho concontration oarap imatos work¬ 
ing for you? 

A las, that is corroct. All civilians know that who woro 
" working at tho construction sito. Minoty-ninu point nine par cant 
adhorod to this regulation. I nefait that in ono caso in a thousand, 
perhaps, imatos woro boaton by civilians. 

Q Now, l'r. TIitnoss, a littlo confbsion in your chart, if 
I jay ravert to that. Although ycu placod tho supervision of tho 
inaates and tho spped of work undar tho SS responsibility, ycu jut 
the voluntary borusos on tho 1, G. Farbon responsibility. Now, 
isn't it £ fact that tho bonusos varo givon for tho specific jurposo 
of increasing the output of tho imatos? 

A les, that is true. 

Q So that tho speed of thj work — 
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A But also aftar an agreeicnt had boon reached with tho SS 
and oft or an approval by the SS. 

Q Yos.... 

A Tho bonus systai, as I hoard subsoquontly, was practiced 
sinilarly in all concentration ccnps. 

I think that I road a lotter in ono of tho robuttal books by 
a high SS oxficor according to which thoso bornsos woro ovon ordorod. 

Q So that tho initiativo for giving bornsos to tho irraatos 
was not I. 0 . Farbon tut nas tho SS, isn*t that corroct? 

A rardon uo, you nisundorstood no. Tho fact that a boms 
systen was introdicod was approvod by tho SS. Tho fact that a bonus 
ayston was introduced, however, was a nattor for Farbon or for tho 
building and assanbly fint in question. 

Q Now, I’x. TTitnoSS— 

THE (X>HtISSIOHE!t: lx. llinskoff, if ycu plocso, I have just 
boon notifiod that the scund track is just about to ojqjiro, and for 
that reason I will announce a ton uinuto recess. 

(A rocoss was taken.) 
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THE ikHSrULi Cemission VI is again in session. 

THE C Ax.I ^>bIQNfR; Xati may proceed filth your cross-examination, 

Ur. lftnakoff. 

BY Lit. ULtoKCFFl 

Q. Hr. Witness, the question no left off at concerned the bonuses, 
and I think there is a little confusion. Tou mentioned that other con¬ 
centration comps as well as Auschwitz and Uancnritz had bonus systems 
far their inmates. Hem, the question I am putting to you is that: 

Isn't it a fact that the SS suggested bonus premiums "for inmates and 
oven put it into other ca^>s itoro Farben had no connection with, so 
that the initiative far a bonus system for inmatos was not a Farbon 
Initiative? 

A. No, that is not right. Farbon was the one who suggested tho 
bonus systom. 

Q. If that is so, Hr. Witnoss, how do you explain tho faot that 
where Farben was not prosent in all the othor concentration camps they 
also had bonus systems for inmates? 

A. I think it is qulto understandable that different people at 
different places get tho samo idea. 

Q. And did you soe the document wherb tho SS suggested bonus 
systems be introduced to incroaso tho output of inmates7 

A. I do not re amber the document well enough to be able to 
docide, but that can be easily checked by consulting tho document. 

Q. Do you recall, Ur. Witness, that in connection with Fuorston- 
gruto the SS conpalined that the premium systems wore not being used 
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enough, that sens civilian finas were not paying the innates the premium 
systdaa agreed upon? Do you recall cceplaints of that kind in connection 
with Fucrstengrubo? 

A. Mo, I don't knwr of that. 

Q. Ur. Witness, on the question of the speed of the work, isn't 
it a fact that because of tho acute situation with respect to labor 
at I. G. Auschwitz that there was constant pressure by the defendant 
Duerrfeld hinsolf exorted upon the Personnel Division, teadod by Ur. 

R os spat t, to bring constantly new labor in whether or not there was 
room to house them? 

A. First of all, I must explain sc—thing basic. Tho scarcity 
of labor did not oxist in Ausohwitz alone but in the wholo German 
Reich. In all of Germany the plant leaders had to run around to try 
to got tho rucossary workors for their factories. It was very natural 
that tho Plant Kmagomont of Farbon at Auschwitz nado efforts to this 
ond. 

Q. How, Ur. TJitnoss, isn't it a fact that you personally sought 
to prevent the rapid influx of concentration camp insntos becauso you 
know there wasn't enough rooa for thoso people? 

A. Ur. ULnskaff, not only with respect to Camp IV for tho innates 

did I do that but with rospoct to all camps, if I hid reason to boliovo 

that tho oxpoctod workers could not bo properly housed. Usually, 

horravor, I night even say always, cy fears did not prove Justifiod 

becauso the promises of tho SS and labor offices, the Provincial labor 

Office, tho labor offices of tho G. B. Chem, the arnniaent kocrandos, 
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and all other agencies dealing with labor procurement — these promises 
were never kept at the time originally given. 

Q. Aro you saying that the SS in charge of concentration camp 
Auschwitz nev_-r aa-e as many innit os available to you as you wanted and 
you needed at ths I. G. Farben site? 

A. Would you nind reposting the question? 

Q. Is it your testimony that the SS in charge of the Auschwit* 

concentration camp never made as many inmates available to you as you 

0 

had requested from then, as they had prodsod you? 

A. No, the camp did not. There again there was always a scarcity 
of labor. That was because tho concentration camp itsolf had such large 
operations of all possible acr ts, especially a big farm, workshops, 
carpontor shops, butchor shop, otc. I can only toll you what they told 
us, but they always told us that they did not have enough workors. 
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9# Sow, Hr. Vitnaas, wasn't it rather fortunate for the lnnates, 

• • . 

♦twt 3C did not orovlde ycxj. with all of the lnnates they prcclaed 
y’uj ainca you could not house the innate* you received} Tou had to hulld 
tents for sxie of theo. 

Ai I -said earlier that they could he accccnodated because after 
approval hy the SS we had several tent*; and I repeat. In wartime In 
abnorcal tines, housing people In tents Is not unusual. Iven today there 
are ;.any people living In tents, and very nany people. 

Q. Is It unusual to have 1000 lnnates In one single tent for five 
nonths, or Is that custonaryT 

A. If the tent Is big eriough that is oulte understandable, and It 
vns big enough* 

Ci. And If they provided you with all of the lnnates you reouested you 
just built sone nore tents; Is that rlghtl 

A. Kr. HinsJcoff, the question shows that you still do not understand 
the conditions in Camp 4. — and this has been snnhaftized very often — 

The csnps were a tenpornry affair. Afterwards there were always enough 
barracks, and I would like to say this again too, the tents were set up 
only because In Germany at that tine there was a fight for every cubic 
oeter of wood, and every kind of iron. Ve were not living in the nlenty 
that existed in your country and still exists there. 

V. Bow, Kr. Witness, when you say, "always", you don't really noan 
»lvny«, because y*x used tents again in 1944; isn't that true? 

A* Temporarily , ye*. 

^ You stated that you used this one tine and there wr.s always enough 
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rooc aftar thatj that Isn't really true Is it? 

A. I cay repeat tha fact that we sat tha tents up, — there was 
only one tent tha second tine, - provided us with enough rooc. 

Q, How, hr* Witness, I understand tha difficulties you had in 
building barracks, and tha shortage of wood, etc., but the point I no 
trying to get across to the Court is that given those difficulties of 
building additional barracks, tha nore irentes you reouested, the nore 
crowded they would have to be, so thr.t if the SS gave you as cany innatae 
as yxi requested, - which they never did you say, - they would even bo 
nore crowded than they actually ware at Konowitt; isn't thnt so? 

A. I don't know what conditions ware in the caip. I saw tha canp 
only a few tines while tha prisoners ware at work, and tha inprotsion 
I gained than was that tha accomodations ware conoletely adequate. 

Q. Kr. vitnass, there has bean nuch teetinony here by tha 
defendants, Duerrfeld rnd Anbros, thnt tha chief reason for building the 
fansa around, tha X.G. Auschvit* building site was in order to kaoi the 
SS out, and give the Innntes nore freedoa. 

Kov in your chart, under ■Responsibility" you show in tha plant 
itself, in tha plant, thnt supervision and spaed of work are tha respon¬ 
sibility of the SS. Kov, Hr. Witness, if this fence did in fact keep 
tha SS out, would you explain to the Court how it was their responsibility 
to supervise the work and the spaed of tha work, and they wore not even 
inside to sea what was going on? 

A, I believe, hr. Hinskoff, that you knov Just as well ns I do, 
that the imrtes were under the supervision of the Capos, and that thoro 
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vara SS patrols constantly going through the plant site. 

Q. I.G. Farhen, Auschwitr, was a big place wasn't it? 

A, las, that '* right. 

0. The SS patrols, did they know anything about the work that was 
going on ox ware thay Guard patrols going with dogs free place to place 
to see if the inaates kept in line? 

A. I never saw patrols with dogs on the construction site. There 
were only very few people, - I think about 6, - who patrolled the cons¬ 
truction site, nnd besides , as you know, there ware guards around the fence. 

**• Nov t Hr* Witness, let's get this lest point as clear as we enn; 
there were SS patrols that went rthrough the I.G C Forben site, you soy; 
now Is it your testinony that these SS patrols Just lurching through the 
7nrben site were actually supervising the work of the innates? 

A. Mr. Kinskoff, you cannot expect ne to know exactly what the duties 
of these patrols were. I had other things to do thnn to find out what 
the duties of every title SS nan was. 

Mr. Witness, apart froa the defendant Duerrfeld, there was no 
higher construction official of the Far ben goverment on the entire 
Auschwitz site; construction is your business. Ho- I no asking whether 
you are testifying that at I.G. Auschwitz, with its trer.endous construction 
going on, thnt patrols which walked around Auschwitz to see that peoplo 
didn’t escape, were supervising 'the work. 

. THE CCWilSSIOHLR: Just a r.cnent. 

*®« POF7MAOT: I object, Ihe witness has already said that he knows 
nothing about it, A further (mention is not perr.isslble after ho has nade 
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this answer. 

T!-E COiHISSIOSLH: kr. Hinskoff, as I reaenber, the witness answer 
he said he did not know. He answered yoir question by saying He did not 
know, I do not think you can properly pursue that, although I would net 
care to nake a ruling. If yew wont to answer Dr. Eoffoann's objection, 
you nay put it inot the record. 

HB. hlSSXOFF: Ho, I will go along with Dr. Hoffnann's suggestion, 
but in view of that, I would like to ask the witness Aether he does not 
think that the little box of, *SS responsibility 0 should not now be 
charged; to out down that he does not know who was responsible, 

T/2 CQtilSSIOSUt: -That is a -roper question. Ask hin, 

BY iffl. 111X3077! 

‘it. Witness, if you do not know who supervised the work, and if 
you do not know who was in charge of the speed of the work, ff you do 
not know whether it wrs the SS patrols or sonebody else, isn't this box 
conpletely inaccurate and unjustified? 

A. Sxcuse ne, Hr. Klnskoff. I believe I was nlsunderotood. I sold 
very clearly that the work wrs under the supervision of the Canos. I 
nerely said that I did not know what orders the SS patrols had, 

Q. How, the Capo was not on SS nan, the Capo was on innate. You 

soy in your box this wrs SS responsibility, and when I put the ouestion 

to you, as to how could the SS exercise the resnonsibility, if the 1,0. 

?orben fence kept then out, you said there were patrols inside, and I 

asked you, did these oatrols supervise the work, and you said you did 

not know. On the basis of your answer, I ask you whether you want to 
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•• 

change this entire box nov? 

A, But that is wry sinple. The Capos got their Instructions iron 
the SS. 

Q* "itness, hov could the SS, vho did not co~e inside your 
fence, give instructions as to ho* the construction work should be perfamed 
on I.G. Farben Auschwltx site? 

A. I can very well Imagine - and this is doubtless true, — that 
the SS gave the Canos basic instructions about the work; not in detail, 

Just general instructions, and that it vos the duty of. the oatrols to 
see that the Canos carried ait their instructions. That vns doubtless 
the case. 

'v '•'bat were your engineers doing there; did you have inspection 
trips by your engineers going fTen place to place in the Auschwitz site! 

*. Ho, the set up vns such that etch engineer hrd one special 
district for which he was responsible. 

% iir. '-’itness, do you recall the Buero Fischer? 

. A. Fes. 

**. Vill you tell the court what function the Buero Fischer had? 

* • # • 

A. I cannot tell you that exactly because I had tory little to 
do with it, and I didnot want to have -ouch to do with it. 

• • e • •• • •« . . 4 

DR. SSIDL: Objection, Hr. Cotniss loner. I object to the question. 

In all of the affidavits of this witness there is not o single word 
about the Buero Fischer. The auestion does not refer to the affidavit of 
this witness. 

KR. KI3SX0F7: Hr. Coaaissioner, I ncrely wish to state in connection 
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with that that Buero iisober is only drawn to the ouestion because this 
witness has c. chart which is now in evidence, and placed there by the 
Defense, Speeking about the responsibility for supervising the innates. 

How in deternining who is responsible, I an asking this witness about the 
3uero Fischer which conducted Inspection trips Just to supervise, end 
see what was going on on the I.O, Farben Auschwitz site. How if ho does 
not know what supervision they had, he nay so state. 

THE COCIISSIOHER: I think the argur.ent is dear as to the position 
trken by Counsel. I would like to soy at this tine, however, as well I 
think for the benefit of counsel, that where the Question is asked it is 
unnecessary to elaborate beyond the irradiate reply, nnd if therj is 
something to be rdded there is little doubt but what one of the counsel, 
either Prosecution or Defense Counsel, will exaxJine the witness further 
on the point that is not ccnplete, but in the neantlne it will noka our 
proceeding here nore orderly sinply to answer the ouestion without any 
additions. 

MR; l.INSKCFF: Hr. Coanissioner, at this tine I would like to place 
in the record the nunber of the last docunent that was offered whon the 
previous witness was on the stand, so any additional docur.ents nay be 
nurbered. That was HI 10930, and that should be givon Exhibit Ho. 2348, 
in evidence for the Prosecution. 

THE CCMdSSXOSUU 2348 is offered in evidence? 

KB. rtIHSZOFF: That's right, Mr. Coanissioner, end the Prosecution now 
offers SI 9819 as its Exhibit in Evidence 2349, which is on affidavit of 
the sane witness giben to the Prosecution on the 7th of August 1947 in 
ftirnberg. 13995 
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DR, SEIDL: L'r. Ccosdssixr.cr, I object to tho ad m ission of this 
document. The Court has ruled in tin c:.scc in the last fen days about 
tiic submission of affidavits by tho Prosecution during crocs-cxanination 
of the witnesses. In tho examination of tho witnesses Rcithingcr and 
Schiller, the I’rosocution also offered affidavits. Tho Defense objected, 
stating that tho Defense would object before tho Commissioner ~nd before 
tho Tribunal because this is nothing but rebuttal natcrial introduced 
in this way. 

I want to put on the record t:~t we object to the.document introduced 
yesterday, end that ue reserve t..e right to object to all of these new 
documents, and explain our objection to the Tribunal itself. 

YHS COtu J3SI0N2R: Your objection is on the ground that it is rebuttal 
material. 

*Jl. nlNSKDKF: hr. CoxAsoioner the affidavit is offered to impeach 
the testimony that this idtneso has given today before this Commission, 
and for no other purpose. 

There are no further questions on tl» part of tho Prosecution. 

DR. IOFTUaNN: I join in t:*e objection of my colleague, Dr. Soldi, 
and I should like to remark further that scr.e questions ere dealt rdth in 
this affidavit which were never brought up with this witness; specifically 
the questions of the foundation of Auschnitx. If the Prosecution wants to 
introduce this whole affidavit, I i/ill maintain ay objection. If the 
Prosecution wants to limit the affidavit, I would withdraw uy objection. 

THE COtulooIONER: i#l»t have you to say to that, Mr. Uinskoff? 

nil. .JHSIOFF: The affidavit ia offered only for those paragraphs 
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couossioh n 

iihich relate to testitru'.y -.1 Sc'.'. •."us before the Coccission today. 

?iE C Q Li LT SSICS.'ffi : Can yoi indicate those paragraphs Mr. Hin3lcoff? 

MR. UIHlKOFf: I would bo glad to for the record, if I hid 4 uoment 
first to go through the affidavit. To save the time of the Ccnards doner I 
might say that I can later report into the record the precise pr.ra^rapha 
to nhich we are referring. 

TriE C0»1*ISSI0NEA: :/e trill let Dr. Hoffmann's objection stand ..ending 
r/hile you make this examination. In tlie neantiae tie can go ahead i/ith the 
exauinotion of this witness. ' 

DR. HOFFUUW: All ritfit. 

“HIuSKDFF: The point the Prosecution is making is merely that 
thoso paragra; hs which relate to testimony before tlie Cocaission arc offered 
now to impeach this witness. As to tile paragraphs which lave no relation¬ 
ship to testimony before the Cou,dssion they nay bo stricken fron tlie record. 

TIE CCAliIoSIOHER: T/ell if you could indicate precisely tlie paragraphs 
tliat are to bo inapplicable here, it would be helpful to the Tribunal in 
passing on the objection. That ic the reason I am bringing that up lir. 
Minskoff. 

iB. UINSKOFP: I will ask for one moment. Sir. 

TIC COlIJSSIOKai: All ri'-jit. Thank you. Is there further examination 
by the Defense? 

SB DECCT ZZALXHATICW 
VIZ F..UST 

Df DR. SEIDL (counsel for t’.* defendant Ducrrfeld): 

I have a few questions to put to this witness, but I should li! e to 
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wait until the Prosecution ir.5 uace it clear what paragraphs in thin 
affidavit are being offered. 

,fKS COL. Ji>Sl0N3l: I \as toping Dr. Scidl that we could die pose of 
this v.ltne33 before lialf past twelve. Do you think that can bo done? 

DR.‘ oEUXu: Yes, I believe that uould be easily possible. 

THE CCl£Jj jIOHER: Let's try and do that. He will" just wait a few 
minutes while Hr. ilinskoff works over this problec. 

**••• 8EIDL: Ur. Commissioner, to take adv.ntago of this tine, I .jay 
begin and ask the witness* Pr.ust the questions which can* be asked without 
reference to this new affidavit. 

•i. Witness, at the begin lng of your examination you wre asked about 
the Conference on 27 Larch, 1941, nith the Ccemandant of tho concentration 
camp Auschwitz? 

A. Yes. 

Q. The Prosecution in rebuttal Book 93 has offored the minutes of 
this noeting as Exhibit 2200 on .-ago 4 of the Document Book. Ho. 3 of 
those minutes reads: 

"The decisive factor for tho speed at which this can be do.io is the 
procurement of iron and of the necessary nienber of Capos. Thoso Capos," 
and now comes the important ;oint, "foremen and other dcilled, trained 
workers, will be selected from amongst the professional criminals and are 
to be transferred from other concentration coups to Auschwitz". 

-R* uEibKOFF: He just testified he toes not raLieitoer about tho Capos 
and the situation at that time. TJe have had three questions on that and I 
object to it. If five minutes ajp to didn't remember it, he doesn't 
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\ 

remember it now. 

IKE COiiulsSlOMER: Have you anything to say on that Dr. Seidl? 

Drt. S2IDL: The Prosecution referred to these minutes without reading 
them to tho witness. Since the Prosecution has already introduced this 
document into this examination by reference, this witness has a ri^ht 
to learn what the Prosecution was referring to. 

kDiSKOFF: The defense ikies not have that right in t’.ie redirect. 
They only could ask questions concerning the cause. Now if the witness was 
prevented from answering because he could not reijeabcr, there is nothing 
to question on redirect about. 

THE C0LU3SI0NER: tfell the Cocaission hasn't any authority to rulo 
on those questions, and for that reason I imagine tiiat this witness i/iU 
tuve to go ahead if you insist on your cuestion. 

I would like you to -a!;o V.\o cuostion ns brief as possible, and tho 
witness also to ans. or as briofly ;s possible. 

DI DR. d£fi)L: 

W. Witness, do you remeubor no: what tho problem was in obtaining 

« 

of Capos for the KL (Concentration Cacp). 

A. I read this passage a fow dry* ago in the rebuttal book, but I 

repeat I havo no personal recollection. 

Q. You were also asked by tho Prosecution whether the agreenonts with 

the 3-3 were concluded by Farben, or by the 250 firms at the Auschuitz site. 

7ould the SS have been willing to nako agreements with those 250 fin.is or 

did they insist on dealing ally ulth one fira; wjuld it have been possible 

at all for the SS to deal with all of these many finas? 
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MR. MDlSKOFr: Mr. C on- i. 3 5ior.er, objection is made to that question 
also. The testimony wis very clear that the only agreement there i«as 
between Farben and the SS; as to nhether in fact it might have been 
possible to make other arrangements is hardly testimony for thi3 court. 

:/c are asking facts of this witness and he is giving us the facts. 

DR. 33IDL: Hr. Commissioner, I don't understand the point of this 
objection. The witness testified that the SS reached agreeiaents with 
Farben plant management, and the Prosecution asked nhether such agreements 
were made with the individual construction and assembly firms, and I think 
it is very natural to ask the tdtnoss to explain why it was that the SS 
wanted to negotiate only with Farben and not with the many firas which 
nero changing all of tho time. f 

THE COLLISSIOHZR: You aiglit ascertain whether or not ho toons. 

3Y DR. SEIDL: 

y. Please answer the question; do you know anything about this? 

A. The question was uhy ms it that Farben nogotiatod and not t!»o 
individual construction and asso;i>ly firas? 


THE COMMISSIONER: Hoi; ask hfc: if ho knows. 


BY DR. oEIDL: 


Q. Do you know anything about that? 

A. It iras a natter of courso, that there wore not 250 firms negotiating 

but only ono firm; that is a ruestion of common senso. 

Q. Too Prosecution also asked you about Camp IV. Did Fcrbcn build 

this Comp IV or did the Ruo-Bou-Lcitung build it? 

A. In the beginning by Farben, and I am not sure of tho dato izhon ths 
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Ruc-Bau-Loitmg began i<s work. It uay be in the early gunner of >42. From 
then on it was under the Ruc-Bau-Lcitung. 

Q. I now cocao to the too tents which were set up temporarily in Camp 
IV. Was the number of inuatos to bo lodged in these tents decided upon 

M«w 

by the management at Farben, or did the SS decide that? 

A. The SS alone decided that. 

Q. Do you rea mb er whether one of the rcasais for putting up tboso 
tents res the fact that in tho big concentration camp Auschwitz, a typhus 
opidonic had broken out and tiuwo tents were to be used as a sort of 
quarantine station for tho new inuatos cooing in Camp IV or tton't you know 
anything about that? 

A. I know nothing about that. 
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Q- Do you rencaoor that the quogtien of wh the.- there was 
autopsy room and a crcoatorius to bo built in Casp IV wivs broi^ht vp by 
Standarten fuehrer Maurer^^t^^ 
camp authoritiei because of *hat? 

K Wow, that you Bontlon it, I think I can rouwber that , 

DH. SE im r. Mr. CosBisslonor, I h*vo no furthor quostiona basod on 
the cross oxanination. I w-uld be very grateful »c tbo Prosecution if they 
could now toll u» what paragraphs of this affidavit aro intendod to bo 
put in cvidonco, and I want to oophaslzo oneo isoro that our basic objoction 
it still aaintainod. 

# 

HR. MIHtZOJT: If it ploaso tho Coaniasionor, in Affidavit NI 9819 tho 
following paragraphs aro offorod in cvidoncoi I t 4, 5, 6, tho first two 
parrgropha of 8, tho last paragraph, of 9. tho first and socond paragraphs 
of 10 and alertho last paragraph of 10. That 1 * tho first, sooond and last 
paragraphs of 10. Tho first, socond and last. Thoso in botwcon rro out. 
Paragraphs 11, 12 and tho first par^rraph of 13. And that's all. 16, 16, • 
17 and 10 are all vut, and with rospoct to thooo par/^raphs tho affidavit 
is in. 

TKF. CGMHIS3I0HER: Is offored In ovidonco. 

MR. MINSKOFF: In ovidonco for all purpogos. 

ras OOWISSIO&Bi As to then oxelusivoly and olininatiry; all othors7 

MR. MINSK07F: Thoso not spocifically nentionod aro to to strlwkon 
iron tho rocord. 

THE CCMHISoIOHZRt Bight. 

3T DR* SXBDLs I withdraw cy objoction* 
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Q. Vitnoss, is it true xhat the plant naaagonont of Forbon always 
oaploycd tho inmates according to the genoral ordor? which had bcon 
given to Farben? 

A, Yob, of course. Tho ordor was tho occasion for initiative both 
for Farben and tho SS. 

li. In So. 9 you spoko of tho treatoent of tho inmntos at tho con¬ 
struction aito itself. 

A. You noan no7 

So, tho troatnsnt of tho inmates at tho construction sito. 

A. I don't undorotand tho question. 

<4. In Ho. 9 of tho affidavit which y-ux gavo to tho Prosocution. 

A. Yes. 

Q. To which tho Prosocution has givon Ho. HI 9819, you spoko, nraeng 
othor things, of tho working conditions for tho inaatos at tho construc¬ 
tion sito. Y-u r. Sy: "I heard again rnd again fron my associates that the 
inaatos woro nlstroatod." How, witnoss, did thoso cwplalnts of your as¬ 
sociates ranch you especially at tho boginning, did they bocono fowor in 
tho couroo of ti»o, and what was tho gonoral attltudo of tho managonont 
to tho quostion of vhothcr any^no was allowod to bo alstroatod at tho con¬ 
struction sito? Just vory gonorally. 

A. If I recall corroctly, I said that in cy affidavit but, p t least, 

I know I said in ny examination by tbs Prosooition, that tho management was 

alwoyc against Bictroatmont or boating of tho lnmatos or any othor workors. 

• • 

This can, of courso, never bo pravontod altogether in such a big construe-- 


tion sito 
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Q. it I to understand you to noon that theso wero iaolatod incidents? 

A. If I happened later in 1943 "r tho end of 1942 - in 1943 or li'44 - 
it could only havo boon isolated cases. I said that in tho boginning. In 
1941 and 1942, nistreataont occurred repeatedly and thoro was doubtless 
cortain training of tho Capos nocossary to havo this stoppod. It fcapponod 
that Upper Silosian Polish elements among tho foremon wore guilty of mic- 
troating tho inmates but, of courso, wo lntorvonod ns soon as wo l^arnad 
of thOoo instancos, I said when — 

Q. Ex cun o ex. for interrupting you, Vhon did you moan by "when"? 

When you wero oxaoined by tho Prosecution? 

% 

A. Yco. I said it-as rcnorkablo that wo, tho oxocutivos, hardly 
ever witnessed such occurrences. Probably bccouso tho Kapos, forcaon, 
otc,, knew us and woro careful. I always heard of such things socond hand. 

0. J f you cooparo tho trsntoont giTon to the innatos in tho beginning 
with tho conditiona in following years, especially in 1943 and 1944, what 
conclusions do you coco to, Mr, Faust, Tory gonorally? 

A. Tho troatmont of tho innatos in 1941 and 1942 until July, whon 
tho typhus opidcnic broko out, cannot bo conpared with tho treatment which 
prcrailod fron tho fall of 1942 on tftor tho fonco was put up, Tho treatnont 
after 1942, boginning in u ctobor 1942, was ouch bottor and I m convinced 
that incidents* cay havo occur rod on tho part of Knpoo and vory rarely on 
tho part of civilians- but that thoso woro only isolatod lncidonts. 

0, Then in 1943 thcro woro f if toon to twonty thousand pooplo working • 
at tho Farbon plant, if I rocoabor corroctly. In 1944 I balievo it vont 
up to thirty thousand Did tho oxocutivcs, did you personally havo any 
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way to prevent such incidonts occurring with Kcpos, forenero, otc.? 

A* Tho only thing we could do was to instinct the loading non and 
urgo then to pass on thoso directives to thoir subordinates. This was not 
dono once hut, I nay say, constantly. 

Q. In Ho. 9 you alsosay that you often saw exhausted inantoa sitting 
or lying around. Xb you know why they wore oxhaustod? Woro thoy sick, per¬ 
haps? Voro thoy overworked? Ib you rosonbor? Was that in 1941/1942 or 
was that later 7 

MR. M1H3C0TFS If ho asks just ooo Question and waits for tho nnswor 
wo '11 all understand tho answor. Ho asks soven quostionsin a row so that 
tho nort six can ouggost a poosiblo answor that tho witnoss can givo. 

THE CCMKI33I0HER: I will not rocognito that Dr. T-oidl is proposing to 
proopt tho witnoos in any way- hut I think it night ho • letter practice 

to nnko tho questions ono at a tiso, tr. Soldi. You nay procood with 

* 

your cxrelnatlon. 

*1 I®. 31IL: 

q. Witness, will you ploaso answor tho quostion as woll as you con 
and then I shall ask anothor quostion if that hoconog nocoscary. To you 
rononber tho quostion? 

A. I was about to say you’ll have to ropoat it, 
q, Woll, I shall ropoat it and nako it siesplor. 
la Ho. 9 you say that you saw oxhaustod inantos around and I want 
you to toll no whon th-t was and why thoy woro oxhaustod. Vhothor you know 
anything about that? 

A. I c»'t toll ycu why thoy woro oxhaustod. Thoro's pcrlrps ono 
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thing I cm say about that. It sakes a wrong isyrossion wo just speak 
of radians ted inoatos. That peoplo nro sonctiaos orhaustod ono can find at 
every conctruction site. Thero won cirlliana too. Unfortunately this 
affidavit only speaks of inoatos. 

THE CCMKISGIOHEBs That question has boon answorod. Go ahoad. Dr. 
Soldi. 

BY EH. 3EIH.I 

q. In Ho. 6 of your affidavit you say that in the boginning tho nunber 

L' 

of inoatos nado availablo by tho concentration caep Auschwits was strictly 
linltod. How, I want to ask you very goncrnlly, did tho plant nnnngcmcnt 
of fnrbon and did you yoursolf havo any spociol intorost in ooployjng con¬ 
centration coop inoatos or did you go to tho conpotnnt labor authorities 
to ect froo workers? And what reply did you rccoivo? 
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MS. "-IJSK0F. : (kject, first to the fona of the qujstion which 
was throe qu-stipna artf, secondly, to tho paragraph that is referred to. 
The witness didnlt say that ho himself sought inmates. Ho said tha$ 
Duerrfeld did. The question should be projocted to that rather than to 
a cooplotoly new oleaent which Dr. Siodl is introducir^. 

THE CCMMISSIONjR: Havo you anything to say to that for the record, 
Dr. Sicdl? Make it brief ploaso. 

DR. SEIDL: I spoko very generally of tho management. Tho witnoss 
himself, in his affidavit, has testified that in tho beginning and lator 
too he was tho first construction engineer at tho construction site and, 
therefore, thoro can bo no contradiction ir. this quostion. 

Will you ploaso answer tho question, witnoss) 

THE COMMISSIONER: Ask you questions ono at a time. >tsk your 
questions ono at a time. 


BY DR. SEIDL: 

Q. I ropoat tho question. Did tho managonont of Farbon gon-rally 
wolcomo tho omploiwont of inmatos or did they not mako offorts to ko-p 
the nunhor of inmates as small as possiblo and to got froo workers? 

A. Parbcn generally and the whole plant managonont and all tho 
executives at Auschwitz in particular from tho v„ry boginning had a 
horror of tho employment of concentration caap inmates and it was quito 
natural that wo mado ovory possiblo effort to gut civilian workers. 


THE COMHISSIOfcR: Now that answers that. Taka tho next ono. 

BY D?.. SEIDL: 

Q. And thcr|you always employed those inmates under the orders that 
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had been givon to you? 

a, las. of course. 

Q e I wcwId like to cooe back to my previous questlgn Which doalt 
with tho exhausted inaatos, Didn«t you see a picture showing exactly tho 
opposite, that tho priserwrs com out with music and singing? 

A. Occasionally, y<a, but I certainly don f t want to imply that was 
general. By no boohs. 

Q. In #10 you deal with tho establishment of the labor correction 
caop. Do you know oxcctly who suggested this crap and whether such a 
canp did not exist oarlior somewhere olsc? 

A. Who tho r such a crap existed previously sonowhore olso I cannot 
say. Tho suggestion that they put this canp in Monowit* at our factory, 
as far as I know, cono from tho authorities, froo tho Gostapo or somowhoro 
else, and wo wore, fre* tho very beginning, ext rone ly opposed to it; 
Unfortunately, wo wore not ablo to prorent it. 

DR. SEIDL: No furthor questions. 

BY DR. FIaECHSNERs (Dofenso Counsol for dofondant Buotefisch): 

Q. Witness, in your affidavit, NI 9819, which has Just boon intro¬ 
duced by tho Prosocution, you deal in #lx with tho conversation with tho 
S3 Ctoorgrupponfuohror Wolff, aft^r you have road tho document I mnt 
to ask you a quostion. 

A. Yos, plaasu. 

Q. Witness, was this conf-renco rery general? Was it of an infor¬ 
mative character or wore dotails discussed with Wolff? 
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a. As far as I can reoccbor this ccnf„r_nco today after spvcn years, 
only gcn^-rfl things woro discus sod and Wolff referred us to Cborfuehror 
Oluacks, A a I recall, there aero two confcr-rcos - ono with Wolff an^ 
one with Gluocks lat^r, I aa not sure whether that is right. I CAr.'t 
remember today 0 

W. FLAECHSNIE: Thank you® That's enough. 

BY ER. HOFFMANN (Defense counsol for dofondant ambros)* 

Q. Witness, the prosecutor has said that both Duerrfold and Arabros 
wantjd to havo tho fenco around tho plant at Auschwitz so that the in¬ 
mates could bo safe free «istrbat«ont, at loast while they woro at work. 
Without consenting on this opinion of tho Prosecution, I should like to 
ask you to what oxt-nt was *abros informed of thoso things? 

A. Aabros was normally informed cbout theso things at tto con¬ 
struction Bootings. Ho attondod thon gen-rally, but Imnt to emphasize 
that at thoso no-tings everything was discussod in gon^ral outlino and 
very fow do tails woro glvon. 

HH. SliJSKCFF: Thero is no objoction, if it plooso tho Conmi3sionor. 

I just wont to straighten tho rocord out. Dr. Hoffmann said that tho 
Prosecution stated that tho reason the ienco was built wa3 to k,-p tho 
S3 out. Now, tho Prosocution did not state that. Tho Prosecution stated 
that tho defendants Aabros and Duorrfold so testifiod. 

THE CaOffSSIONIR: I think tho record is cloar on that then. 

Go ahead. Dr, Hoffmann. 

3T DR. HOFFMANNS 

For tho r-core, I should m-r-ly like to state on behalf of ny client 
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Aiabros that I had assumod that thu Pros.cuticn concedes at least this 
statements 

Q. Witness, you that that information was glvun in the construction 
conferences. Now, for tho question of how far Asbros d?ult with those 
things I should like to ask you about the w^okiy roports. There wore wcok- 
ly reports too and you wrote then? 

• t * 

A. In part* 

Q. If you wrote part of thoso wookly roports I can imagino you woro 
interested in finding out whether they woro road or not. Can you toll 
whether Ajnbros, for example, road these wookly reports? 

a. I consider it impossible that Asbros road thoso wockly roports 

\ 

ard frankly I novur oxpuctcd hie to, because I know very wall how much 
work Aebros had to do. 

UR. JON3KCFF: Dr. Hoffmann has ap^rontly not takon down accurately 
tho paragraphs that wore stricken from tho affidavit. Paragraph Hi, which 
speaks of weekly roports, has been stricken so that thoro is nothing 
boforo tho court for cross examination to bo baeod on*. 

DR. HOFrKANN: Thon, Mr. Commissioner, may I introduce this para¬ 
graph Hi for identification and also as an axhlbit? 

THE COGOSSIOIfcR: Tho rocord will show it. 

MR. IQNSKCFF: No objection by tho Prosecution. 

THE CCMaSSIONJU Now, arc you introducing this for identification. 
DR. HOFFMANNs For identification, yes. 

THE COC&SSIOKJti Thon there aro certain paragraphs that you aro 

offering for identification only, is that corroct? 
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DR. HOFitikSN: Yes. 

THE CO£Z6siION-R: Then I'll esk you to indicate for tha record 
Just which paragraph it is. 

DR. HCF VANN: I offer for identification 

THE COCO SSI OJER: Vary wall. 

BY DR. HCFFMrtNN: 

Q. Witnoss, you have just told bo that you woro convinced that 
your woekly reports were not rood by «nbros. 

MR. KEISnVFi Mr. Ccoadssion-r, if ho wishes to exaaino about 
paragraph Ua ho has to offer it in cridonce. It is not boforo the 
court now, oxcopt for identification. How, if ho puts it in ovidonco 
he night ask questions concerning it and thon really direct questions 
rathor than cross. 

THE COMMISSION Jl: You can prosont this paragraph lb to tho witnoss 
to rofr-sh his neuory while it is ncr^ly in tho filus for identification. 

DR. HCFFMevNHi Mr. Coanissionwr, thank you very ouch, but I do not 
Intend to. I intend to ofiur it not only for identification but also 
in evidonco. . 

THE COMMISSIONER: You aro now offering it in ovidonco? 

DR. HOFFHuNI: Yos. 

THE COMMISSIONS: Vory wo 11. Proceed. 

BY DR. H0rFU.kNN: 

Q. Now, witness, to ropoat - you hr.vo Just told do - you said that 
you woro convinced that M±ros did r.ot road those woekly reports and ns a 
reason you said that ho could not do so because ho was so overworked, is 
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that right? 

a. Tos, 

C. Uy next quastion: Wore you over able to observe that «J>ros 
was r - jt informed although ho should have boon if he had retd your wookly 
report? Can you runoctoor any such instances? 

4. No, 

Q. *nothur question. Hr. Faust. Didn't you deplore tho fact 
that Mr. *enbro3 did not road thoso Wookly roports? 

k, Ono must know tho oaturo of tho weakly reports. It was customary 
in ovory largo construction cite to koop a Journal or a weekly record 
not only for historical rorsens but also for purely technical roosons, 

»he wookly reports in Perbon woro made so that all construction officos 
working thoro might bo re*ularly inforaod about tho progress of the 
work. Thoy had to bo infforaod so that they oould know whon changes for 
this wfiolo plan wore noOdod, 

Q, What is your conclusion? I cskod you whothor you didn’t doploro 
tho fact that *r, uabrts did not road those wookly roports? 

I never tfcofujit about that, Mr. Hoffmann, 

• Q. But you knot* that that was tho caso? 

Yes. 

<• "itnosa, tho Prosecution has discussed with you at somo length 
tho question of tho employment of Inmates in tho plant itself. While tho 
inmates were wording at tho plant and a fonco was built around the plant 
wore thoso the oialy guards that wore over tho inmates, or wa3 there some¬ 
thing else in action to tho fence? 
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I Relieve the Prosecution asked tho same question about tho 
patrols of the terrain. There were guards arourd the fonco and thora woro 
those patrols of a few men. I know of no other guards. 

Q. In addition to this fence, ware there guards or was thoro just 
the fence? 

A. Of course thcro were guards at tho fence. I assice that that 
was known. 

Q. , That wasn't known to do, witness. I nevor sow it^ You have to 
explain it. 

». There were guards at the f^nco evory two hundred motors 
approximately. 

Q. Tell us what it was liko. 

A. Every two hundred motors thoro was a guard, all tho way around 
the plant site, with a riflo at oaso and ho watched to soc that no 
inmato got out. Thoro'a not much to d-scribo. 

Q. To got back to MI 9019, witness, I want to ask you about a 
p]acc where you croasod soo.thing out in this document. Wioso idea was it 
to cross this out? 

a. That was my idea. 

Q. Was thoro any special reason? 

A. I was told I could make any changes that I thought nocossary 
and I did so. 

THE CCKOSoIOtfSas Dr. Hoffmann, for you)- benofit as well as for 
tho bonoflt of other counsel who wish to examine this witness, I want 
to let you know that tho sound control will bo cut off in about ton 
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minutes. Will you bo able to finish your examination at that tlno? 

DR. HOFrl&XHi I boliovo not e 

THE COMSSICHERi How long will it take you to complete your 
examination? 

DR. Honvunii Twenty minutes, 

THE CCUMIS3ICWER: It's a pity to have to cocao back for that tnonty 
minutes' ox mri nPt ion — ten minutes or so, Aro there other dofunso counsol 
who wish to oxaaino tho witness? How about tho IVosecution? • 

MR. MlfSKOFF: It depends on what happens fraa now on, 

THE CCM-OSSION Ri Cti, w**U, I think we'd bottor recoss now. 

Wo'11 roccss until half-past ono. 

(/. rocosa was taken until 1330 hours,) 
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THE MARSHAL: The conaission is again in session. 

THE CO3HSSI0NSR: You nay proceed with your examination, Dr. . 
Hoffmann. 

REDIRECT * EXAMINATION 

BY CR. HCFTMfclMt 

Q. Mr. Faust, before the noon recess we were discussing the weekly 
reports and who road then. What was your position at the construction 
placer 

A.' I was the construction aanager. 

Q. And latjr? 

A. I was the head of the construction department, 

Q. With refer.nee to your affidavit, MI 9819, I should like to ask 
you to explain Dr. Ambros 1 responsibility. 

A. Dr, Ambros, as a member of tiio Vorstand, was entrusted only 
with the task of issuing directives, cn a broad basis, to the construction 
engineers, according to which the building project was to be earriod 
through. 

Q. You are testifying that fact as a witness although you your¬ 
self were the construction manager and later continuod in a function which 
dealt with the construction of the plant? 

A. • Yes. 

*) 

Q. You are stating that under your oath? 

A. Yes. 

—r Q. Mr. Faust, tho labor allocation had to be settled and after 
you have stated what the outline waSy-^asc give us 3cme details about 
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Mr. Ambros' activity. Yihat did he have to do with the labor allocation? 

A. Practically nothing. I aa convinced. 

MR.-M-NSKOFF: Just a moment. Hay I ask with reference to what . 

paragraph is he now examining the witness? 

DR. HOFFHAHNs I am referring to affidavit. Paragraph 5, second 
sentence. 

THE CCttdSSIONERs Go ahead, Dr. Hoffmann. 

A. It was natural for Dr. Ambros to discuss the questions of labor 

allocation during conferences with the Reich authorities. He infornmd 

0 

us about the result of such conferences in order that we may take advantago 
of it — that is-how I look at these natters. 

Q. I don't want to put a so-called leading quosUon to you because 
that would perhaps decrease the probative value of your testimony. I 
should cnl£ ask you to specify your testimony a little more. You were dis¬ 
cussing conferoncos with the Reich authorities* I don't know how far 
down that wont. Could you perhaps tell mo who was in chargo of labor 
allocations? 

A. You moan at the construction sito? 

Q. Yes. . ‘ 

A. The head of tho labor allocation was Dr. Rossbach being the head 

of the social department. Under him was Assessor Schneider. 

Q. Would you perhaps explain the jurisdiction of thoso gentlemen? 

A. Dr. Rossbach, as all main departmental chiefs, was entirely 

independent in his work. However, the works management issued him the 

necessary directives. The execution of these directives were left up 
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to Dr. Rossbach himself. 

Q. When were those gentlemen, Rcssbach and ochneider, appointed? 

A. As far as I remember Dr. Rossbach was appointed in October 
19U1 and Dr. Schneider was appointed in the beginning of 19W — 
spring of 19U2. 

Q. Did I understand you to say, kr. Faust, that these said gentle- 
sen requested the labor? 

A. les. 

Q. That was their only task, was it? 

A. Their task was taking care of the entire social sector of tho 
construction site. For instance, they had to care for all the camps 
excopt Camp U. All the camp loaders wero subordinated to Dr. Rossbach. 

Q. Another question. In addition to these two guntloraon was thoro 
any social loader? 

A. That was Dr. Rossbach. Ho was tho social loador. 

Q. How, hr. Faust, in one of your wookly reports — I don't knew 
which -- you stated — 

MR. Itl.SKOPF: I think it will bo helpful if Dr. Hoffmann would stato 
in each caso which paragraph ho is referring to so that wo could follow 
the thing much moro oasily. 

DR. HOFFKAlfN: This is paragraph Hi which I introduced for this 

purpesa. In one of these weekly reports you wrote that the beating at 
the construction site had to cecse. 

MR. KDGKOFFt Now, I have no objection to the witness going into 

the field of the weakly reports. But if that is *iat is intended it 
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clearly doesn*t arise from Paragraph lh which sorely ays he Sunt copies 
of these reports to Arfcros and Duerrfold. Now, if the Defense is 
satisfied to bring up the entire subject of weekly reports the Prose¬ 
cution has no cfcjection to that. But it wants to make its position clear 
that if the question is gone into at this point, the Prosecution will 
feel free to open tho untire subject of tho contents of the weekly reports 
with this witness who wrote them. Up until now tho record, even though ho 
has given six affidavits, is cmplotoly devoid of any mention of the 
weekly reports. 

THE CC8&1SSI0NZR: I thought I hoard scene mention of tho weekly 
roports, Mr. Minskoff. 

MR. MINSKOFF: That is paragraph lh. c opios of those roports wont 
to Anfcrcs and Duerrfold. Now, he has given six affidavits but ho has not 
in any of thoso affidavits mentioned tho wookly reports.- Now, if tho 
Defense wants to open that question up we havo no objection to it what¬ 
soever, but wo want it to bo clearly understood then that wo will fool froo 
to go into that svtojoct. 

THE CCM ISSIOKiR} Mr. Minskoff, Dr. Hoffmann is questioning 
tho witness on cioss-oxamiru-tion on the affidavit that you filod last. 

Isn't that correct? 

MR. MINSKOFF: That is rathur ccoplicatod, Mr. Commissioner. The 
paragraph concerning which he is now putting questions is a paragraph which 
agreed to striko as not being propor cross-examination. It will bo 
rebuttal material so we struck it. Then Dr. Hoffmann, on his own 
initiative, introduced that in evidence himself and it is now in 
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connection with that paragraph that his questions are being put. It's 
really his own witness on this paragraph. 

THE CCMHISSIONER: Substantially that is direct examination. 

MR. ICHSXOFF: As I understood it', sir. 

DR. HOFFMANN: Yes, Mr. Cccnlssionor, I as completely in agreement 
with counsel for tho Prosecution's opinion as far as that is concerned. 

I should meroly liko to say that the Prosecution lator on will bo 
entitled to put questions to the witnoss about the weekly reports and 
that will become apparent after another four or five questions. 


14019 


8 JSiy liQ-A-cB-lli-l-Schwab (Inti Ranlcr) 

Court No. VI, Ccso Noll - ftBBEH CO’jISSION 

TIE COil'ISSIOItOT: Hell, now, the practice I think has boon 
to, whoro you axanino on direct, submitting an affidavit and then 
examining on diroct, that tho diroct is confined to changes and cor¬ 
rections of tho affidavit. Then, on ro-diroct you nay toko up natters 
covered by tho cross-exanination, is that corroct? 

DR. :»FF?(ANNs Yos. 

TOE COi* JSSIONER: Yfoll, new, thon aro yen asking tho witness 
to tiako corrections or changes in Paragraph lli? 

DR. IDPFljVWH: This is ny ain, lir. Caaiissionor; whothor I 
shall succood in it I don't know. 

THE C01G3SSI01CR: All right, go ahead anyway. I think wo 
will savo tine by lotting tho natter progress, rr.thor than stopping 
to arguo about it. 

BY DR. H3FFTANH: 

Q Tfitnoss, I havo already askod you aoout that ono T/ookly 
Roport uhoro you said you did not wish boatings of inf tea at tho 
construction sito to rooccur. Y<xi said that if that was dono by tho 
SD ona should pit thoso paoplo undor tho control of our own canp. 

That is the Tfookly Report 13, if 1 an corroct. 

Tfitnoss, how an I to understand tho fooling which ycu ax- 
Pressed at tho tine when you drtsr up that lfookly Roport? 

A This phraso, which was quickly dictated, is only to uoan 
that wo at tho construction sit- wanted to avoid undor all circumstances 
ony nistroatr.ont of imatos. It isn't pleasant if ono lias to witness 
such scanos at tho construction site. How, if tho SS roally believed 
that they would have to poroit such nistreatment, thon wo on our part 
believed that they should do that 'hero tho public wouldn't see it; 
quite apart fron the fact that we roally couldn't exert any influonco 
as to what tho SS did with tho inaatos in their camps. 

Q Witness, a quostion to you. An I to understand you to 
say that you were quito shocked about this nistreatment? 

.. A Yos, naturally; not only was I shockod but all thoso who 
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witnessod end who hoard of such incidonts. 

Q I shaild liko to put anothor quostion to you in that 
conn action. Ycu know Anbros, don't you? 

A I boliovo I kn«r hin rather well. 

Q What do you thirk would havo boon tbj consoquonco had ho 
road tho roport? 

!!8. !aNS:COFF: Fr. Caxiissionor, it is hard to figuro out 
a noro inpropor quostion. 

THE COl'nSSIONEn: Aro you objocting to it? 

HR* IffKSKDFF: I objoct to it, of courso. 

THE COir.ISSIONEns What is tho ground of your objoction, iln 

Hinskoff? 

If*. JUKSKOFFi Ho now wants tho witnoss to toll hin what ho 
would havo thought had sonothing hypothotiocl occurred, which is ob¬ 
viously not tostifying to any facts. 

DR. HVFI'JUOtt Hr. Cennissionor, in rosponso to that objoc¬ 
tion I night only state that if counsel for tho Prosecution would 
stipilato with no that Anbros did not road thoso Wookly Reports I 
would withdraw ny quostion. If, howovur, his point of view is dif¬ 
ferent, thon I should liko to find out with that quostion whether 
ho could ha vo rood tfcn or not. That is sonothing which, anyway, 
was confirmed by tho witnos b of ora but which I want hin to roaffim 
new. 

IR. IUKSKDFF: Tho rrosocution Ins no doubt that tho do- 
fondant Anbros road all tho Weekly Roports, and if this witness 
testifies that in his opinion although ho 3 ant then to Anbros, 

Anbros didn't read thou, that is his testinoiy. But to now ask hin 
what Anbros wxild havo dono had ho rccoivod and road thee, is so 
ccnplotely hypothetical a conclusion it is cooplotely inpropor. 

THE CO!CHSSIOKER: I think both counsol havo expressed their 
reasons sufficiently on the record. Tho witnoss nay answer tho ques¬ 
tion now, subject to Prosecution's objoction. 
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BY MU HJFTiftHH: 


Q I shall repeat, 'Ir. Faust. You said beforo that you know 
'Jr. Anbros, and I than askod yew what yew thought ho would havo dono 
had ho road this report. 

Ale* convinced that Anbros would tavo tried to orrango hia 
travol progm in ordor to appoar as quickly as possiblo at tho con¬ 
struction sito in ordor to discuss such incidents with us, tho Works 
ilanagcncnt, rnd in ordor to find roans and wnys in ordor to avoid 
thoir ropotition in tho future. 

Q No further questions. 

THE COICBSSIOIER: Aiy othor Dofonso counsol dcsiro to oxnnino 
this witnoss further?.... Bavo you any further oxanination, Mr. Hin- 


skoff? 


IB. 1 316K0FFs Just a few quostions, sir. 


RSCI10S3 FXc T NATION 


1V*X FAUST, "losunod 


BY m. -afBKCFF: 

Q First of ell, Mr.Witnoss, whan yew tostifiod that tho 
Wookly Report which stated that tho imatos woro being boat on t$r tho 
Capos and that for purposos of norolo of tho oivilian workors thoso 
boatings shcwld bo ronovod fron tho I. G. Farbon sito and should tako 
placo in tho concentration canjv-whon yew said that that was dicta¬ 
ted, just what did you noan? Dictated by when? Aron't you tho 
author of tho Report? 

A Too prclininai 7 reports to the Weekly Roports woro dictated 
by no. If, however, a conclusion is to bo drawn fron the phra3o which 
was usod in that particular cwostion, that wo in principle approved 
of tho nistroatnent of izinfcos and only had tho dcsiro not to have 
such nistroatnent take placo on our exm construction site but within 
tho walls of tho concentration canp—then that, in rjy opinion, is an 
absolutely contentious opinion. Anyono who did know the construction 
sito and any -an who was acquainted with tho non who were in loading 
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positions at tho construction site, and, abovo, all, a nan who was 
acquainted with Farbon^ s tradition and, in particular, with tho 
tradition cf tho Badischo Anil in und Sodafabrik, could not possibly 
•sharo any such intorprotation of that phraso, if I nay put it that 

way. 

Q That is Tory teaching, :ir. -Titnoss, only that wasn't tho 
quoation. Tho intorprotation to bo given to tho rdnutos of tho noot- 
lng is a nattor for tho court alono. Tho only question I was intar- 
ostod in was whon you said thoso nurds wore dictatod, whothor you 
wantod to c roato tho inprossion that senobody olso dictated than. 

I want to nako it perfectly cloar that thoso roports, and this 
particular roport, «s dictatod by you personally. Hex/, that is 
truo, is it not? 

A Tos, tho roport was dictatod by no. 

Q *.hat conclusions and inforoncos will bo taken frai it 
tho court will do on its oxm. 

Hew, witnoss, yew said that tho nan in chargo of labor al¬ 
location and all social quostions was :!r. Rossbach, isn’t that right? 

A Tes. 

Q How, Rossbach woild bo fcho ono person in 10. Auschwitz 
who would know noro about labor allocation and social quostions than 
argrbotfy oloo in 1.0. Auschwitz, is that right? 

A Pardon no, I didn't quite understand ycur question. 

Q noli, all questions of personnel and social quostions 
which are in Rossbach's departnont, ho would bo the one person in 
1 . 0 . Auschwitz who would have tho nost infemation concoming all 
thoso quostions of porsomol-and social quostions. Isn't that correct? 

A Ho doubt. 

Q Thank you. !tr. T/itnoss, when you say that Rossbach gavo 
directives er gave instructions as to labor allocation, you don't mean 
that Rossocch did that on his own. Didn't ha receive directives from 
acnobotty else? 
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A I tnist clarify one thing first. TTo rrust clarify tho 
concept of labor allocation. Naturally, Dr. Rossbach had no right 
to issuo tochnical directives, and I think wo aro all cloar on that. 
On tho other hand, the procurement of tho workors, tho hoosing of 
tho woncors, in tho housing canps which woro nado availablo to thou, 
tho T7cgo questions, tho extont of their bonuses, otc., — that ms a 
mattor for tho Social Dopartoont undor tho loadorship of Rossbach. 

Q How, !lr. VTitnoss, I think no can got back to tho original 
quostion. Now, fron when did this uan Rossbach rocoivc his instruc¬ 
tions and diroctivos? 

A Frcci tho Works lianagcnont, as nil other min dopartoont 

chiofs. 

Q K*i, !Ir. Witnoss, isn't it a fact that Robsbach rocoivod 
his directives fron tho dofondant EUorrfold? 

A I said tho Works ;tanagaunt. 

• . 

Q I want to nnko it cloar that it isn't sono board, that it 
is a particular hunan being. 

k Fron tho works nanagor, Ur. Duorrfold. 
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Q. Thank you. Now, you just testified that in view of the Farbon 
tradition it was impossible to think in terns of their seeing unfortunate 
inaates beaten. Now, do you recall, lir. Witness, stating in ono of your 
weekly reports which you wrote and signed that the lack of discipline 
among the Polish workers was absolutely shocking and that every type of 
pressure, even comission to the concentration caap, remains without 
effect and then you state in this respect it is only to be regretted 
that the construction management itself has no disciplinary powers and 
that your experience so far has shown that only bruti force has any 
effect on these people. 

Now, do you recall having written that in one of your weokly 
reports? 

UK. KOrrlfeNN: j*r. Cooniasioner, I only have one objection. I 
think that this weekly report should be put before the wltnoss in ordor 
that,he nay refresh his memory. It is difficult to ask hire after so 
many years have olapsed to reply to this question without being able 
to sec the entire report. 

TH2 COlAfiSblCKul: Are you willing to do that, Mr. Minskoff? 

mK. IGNSKCfF: j have no objection to his seeing it if soroobody 
has a copy here. It is in evidence as Prosecution Exhibit 1988, NI- 
lli$$6. I didn't bring it along becauso we hadn't thought of going into 
the question of weekly reports until it W*s brought up by the Defense. 

THE CCM^ISoIOltcRl What Jrou have read is an extract of it? 

IfiU UIlEKCfTl i have no objection to his seeing it if somebody 
has a copy hereV It Is in evidence as Trosecwtion Exhibit 1988, 
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NI-lii556* I didn't being it along because we hadn't thought of going 
into the question of weekly reports until it was brought up by the 
Defense. 

THE CCh£aHS&ICSrK: What you have read is an extract of it? 

4Gt. HLhSKCFF: That is correct. It is in evidence. It is part 
of the weekly report written by this witness. 

THE CCiAGSblONeRx I 3 that an extract from a written report? 

Tou haven't quoted it from oe=ory, have you? ^ 

JR. UXNSKOFPx No, I have quoted the actual text but I have an 
English draft of the text and that wouldn't help the witness too nuoh. 

If he could read English I'd be happy to show Jdn this portion. 

THE WITNESS* Mf. Comlasioner? 

THE COltJSSIOKERi Just a eoosnt, witness, yes. Dr. Hoffraann? 

DR. HCFFJiANNx i n spite of that, it isn't the witnesses fault 
that he has to testify on this patter — and since it is irportant 
enough porhaps a brief period can be dedicated to obtain the report. 

I aa propared to get it cyself but the connection. In general, is 
quite different free what has been quoted here frees a great nunber of 
pagos. 

JR. IflJBKCFK: 1 have read to the witness the precise portion of 
tho dccuaent now in evidence which deals with tho question at hand — 
nanely, the treatwnt of these workers who are assigned to I. 0. Farben 
and where this witness hinself in his own report states that from his 
experience only brute force has any effect on these people and I ask the 
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witness whether he recalls having made such a statement in his own weekly 


report, 

THE COUfiSolONZR: I think the witness ray answer. 

• • 

MIMSKCFKs Ur. Ccearissioner, leven have the document now; I 

w 

have just been given a copy of the document and I would bo happy to have 
the witness see it. 

. THE C014flSSl<WiR: Very‘well. « \ \ ' 

• S». it, C omission er? ^ 

THE CQUCSSICNdls Tou aay proceed, Ur. Witness; go ahead. What 
were you going to say? 

A. Ur. Commissioner, I knew that passage contained in that weekly 
report*. I should only like to ask that the translation be corrected. 

The original- documents cental ns the word "Braichialgowalt" which is • > 
translated "itfth bruto force". In the Gorman usage of language that. 

* A • \ . * 

saj<es a considerable difference. • ' 

, 7 . • > • 

Q. Well, for the purpose of tho question tint I put to you I 

don*t think the distinction would be very helpful. Tho part was writton 

• ^ 

by you and it speaks of using force as the only moans of gotting ary 
wcrk or any effect out of these men v Isn't that so? Doesn't that show 
the Farben attitude? 

A. ^.Commissioner, I must insist that this translation bo 
corrected. I enphasize once more, "Braichialgowalt" and "Brutalgewalt" 
are different things. 

THE COlfXSSIOtkJti ur. I&nskoff, it occurs to no that possibly 
it would help us if the witness indicates what should be put in place of 
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the words he objects to and then you cay question him on the document as 

revised, 

* • 

tLl. MUiSKCFF* i ntll be happy to hear what the witness thinks 
ought to be the proper translation. 

THE COMbblOM: Ask hin what is the proper translation. 

BY IE. IttNSKCFF: 

Q. Ur. Witness, what do you think the prfiper translation is of 
the two words you used in your report? 

A. Every one who knows la tin can easily answer that question. 
"Brachialgewalt" means "manhandling 0 — this is tho literal translation 
of "Brachialgewalt". 

Q. You moan physical force rather than brute force? 

A. Yes, physical force. You»re right. 

Q* Ur. Witness, now let no sec your words instead of tho ones I 

used and see if wo can't arrive at some answer. Not;, thoportion that 

I read to you statod that: "Every type of pressuro, ovon consnission 

in the concentration cacp, ronains without effect. In this respect it 

is only to be regretted that tho construction management itsolf has 

no disciplinary powers. Our experience so far has shown that only 

physical force has any effect on theso people." 

Q. Now, is that the portico that you wrote in your own weekly 

report in connection with tho workers of I. 0. Farbon's Auschwitz Plant? 

This is correct,.the ray I read it now, is it not? 

A. Yes, new, I can answer your question. Before I raised this 

objection on account of the translation. Non, I am absolutely prepared 
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to answer your question. 

Q. Please. 

THfi COMOSSIONI*: Qo ahead, please. 

A. An answer cannot be cade with a few words because here again 
I am talking to laymen who hare never themselves experienced the con¬ 
struction of a huge site and who have never experienced what one is 
confronted with when there is such a large accumulation of human beings 
belonging to all nations and to all sorts of types. 

Hot once have I discussed these nattors in uy weekly reports but 
1 think there are at least t»ree or four similar passages which are 
touching upon that very same question. I don't Tent to make any bones 
of it, - I don't t0 hide it because it is ny conviction that overy 
expert who had to solve tho problem with which I and all of us were 
confronted thero would grasp those matters much quicker than a layman 
who has never yet experienced any such matter.- 

If, then, I an talking of physical force is these reports, tho 
roason, as a rule, was ono of thoso cases which wore already discussod 
this morning. It was a case where a civilian usod force on, I don't 
know who it was either, an inmate or civilian workor. As a rule, they 
were capable foreman and masters, who had very groat experience and 
long standing, who in despair resorted to such measures. I must 
mention a few examples. 

Q. One moment, Ur. Fitness; tho question that I put to you was 


far more basic than the an3wer you are giving. The question put to you 
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wasn't that happened In sotao cases ext a construction site and what 
civilians nay have done on the Construction site. I aa speaking now 
about the attitude that you perSfcnally expressed in the weekly report 
for the construction management, whon you say that it is regrettable 
that you have no disciplinary poners and that your experience shows 
that only force, physical force, has any effect on these people. I am 

not speaking there of what one or two foremen night do who can't contain 

.» 

theme Ives. I an speaking about you, a top engineer at I. 0. Auschwitz. 

A. Ur. ULnskoff, if you had lot ne finish I would have gotten 
to the core of your question at cnco, but I must modify tho quostion 
and answer to a certain extent in order to be able to extract tho true 
sense of these remarks and in order to make it coeprehonaiblo. 

If, for instanco, a foreman found ono of his switch operators 
sleeping I had all understanding for him if ho slapped or pushed this 
switch operator's ribs* I regard this typo of punishment far rnoro 
effective and for more lenient to the porson concerned than if he *ras 
punished officially through official channels. 

You must tako into consideration what it moans if any switch 
operator is found aslcop at his post. You can imagine hor dangerous 
it wa3 if you take into consideration the railroad system at tho site. 

If you had ever experienced any collisions of railroad trains — and 
that didn't happen at Auschwitz but at other construction sitos where 
I was — if you had ever seen that workers were mutilated, squeezed 
inbetween the wagons, then you will realize what a responsibility is 
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borne on the one hand by the switch operator and on the other hand, to 
a much greater extent, by the superior foreman; and in the final analysis 
it was a responsibility they both assumed. 

If the word “displinary power" is used I only refer to such cases. 
All these remarks are only in reference to these experiences at the 
construction sites. 
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«* Mr. 'fitness, If It Is true, what you now tell the 
c ourt, - that is only In case of these dangerous chinas 
like railroad employes falling asleep at the switch, - 
that It .light be Justified, let na ask you this* Do you 
recall In the report which ■*ou issued and signed, - another 
weekly report, - in speaking about the cold aether at Ausch¬ 
witz, and aoying It had a devastating effect; then you 
6tate thnt on one day, *-e had 2700 slackers; although our 
work security detachment had seen to it that these peoplo 
left their barracks; we had coke flre6 buckets put up with 
the result that dozens of people stood around and. did no work" 
and then, Mr. fitness, you state, "Can one therofore blame a 
foreman or a shaft supervisor for hitting out?" Then you 
add, "In sptlo of this, this sometime very sa.lutory use of 
force has been absolutely tabooed according to tho latest 
directive of the Sauckei office". 

Hr. .fitness, whan you era speaking of striking out, and 
hitting those work rs, you wore speaking of poreons warning 
themselves by a flro because they ars freezing; not persons 
fsloop at a switch; isn't that true? 

MR. HOniA.' 1 * I should put tho documnt to tho witness, 
Com ilssloner.. 

A I ca.iv.ot under stand “hat the fact that people were 
warming themselves at the construction place has to do with 
physla-’l force.. 
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:Y liH. ICTifSIOF?: 

< D u?mosing you read your own report, end maybe that will 
refresh your recollection as to the connection between the two, 
lou op a eh of persons who were ’-arming themselves around the 
fire oecause it was freezing cold, and you add your own comments 
voluntarily, "Ho one can blame a foreman or shaft supervisor 
for hitting out* and your remark there that this very sal- 
utory use of force has been absolutely tabooed, out not tabooed 
oy Far'oen, but by the Labor Office, by Sauckel's office. 

THE <$OK-Z83TO*: hat was your question on that matter, 

Mr, Mlnskoff; what is it; what Is the qu-stlon on that matter? 

K3. IIINSMOPF: The witness has Ju6t stated in answer to 
previous questions In Justifies.»on for the use of force on 
some of the work-rs, that it was only used in those very very 
few ca es like a man being asleep at the switch. 

SHS CO;£:X8SZOiTCR: I understand that. 

•• 

HR. I>73!3aOPF: w nd now I am asking the witness whether 
or not it is not true that lnceees wnere the unfortune.to 
workers Just wanned themselves by a fire, this srne man did not 
Justify use of force against them. 

TR2 It seems to je your opinion, Hr. Jilnekoff, 

that In those cases It would have been nore correct on our 
part to report tnese 2770 loafers who were absentees, to the 
Labor Office, then l»av e it to the Labor Office to reoort them 

to the Oestape, e.nd then l»ave It to the Gestapo to either 
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• * *> 

out them into the prison or the concentration camp. I am 
convinced, Hr. l-inskoff, that if I nad done that x/ith .these 
2770 people, you would have blamed me for that in the same 
way today. 

* Sow, hr. Witness, th.'.t brings ne to another question. 
You jentioned oefore that tola striking, or t.Us use of 
physical force was a question of 6la-ping or striking with a 
stick, - nothing very important. Now m your report you • 
yourself point out that against these same persons every type 
of pressure remained without ef’ect. Now listen to this; 
"tven commission to the concentration camp*. .«ow is it yeur 
•testimony that these workers were more thoroughly disciplined 
by a mere slao or a push, than by going to a concentration 
canp? 

A I said before that any such reminder — and it was 
not tore than that — is.far sore effective and far more 
humane, if 7 aa to use that expression, than any commission 
to a concent radon camp. 

* I think you are correct, *r. -ltness, out that is not 
the qu'st’on. If it is so much more humane, and is so nuch 
oe.ter for the workers, ho~ wrs it, it is more effective 
against the --orker; why is he more worried and frightened 
and beaten into submission oy a mere slap than the threat 

of tr.l8 horrible concentrat-on camp? 

Let me repeat that; Mr. Witness, if all you ^re talking 

aoout is a slap or a pusch, is it not inconceivable that such 
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a slap or push would, have \ore effect on workers whom you 
otherwise could not control, than even threatening to out 
thea Into concentration caap, and actually putting them there? 

A I ara convinced of that. I am convinced it le veny 
effective. 

TH3 COi: I33"Oxra: Dhet question. Is answered now, Mr. 
Klnskoff. 

Lev 1 s ha^e another, 

BY 1-3. I.TTSXOFF: S 

k Mr. 'itneos, there has been much qu*st‘onlng, particu¬ 
larly 'oy Defense Counsel, of ol er witnesses, and yourself, 
on the Affidavit, as to what la contained in the affidavits 
themselves, and. what's contained in the various interrogations 
thpt ere :ade before ou signed the affidavit. I would like 
to ask you this. You have given six affidavits for the Defense 
which h«-"e been Introduced in evidence in this case; isn't 
that right? 

A Yes. 

% ilow in those six affidavits you discussed a few very 
l'ralted subjects, such as pay of inmates, percentage of 
workers for Farjen as against workers for construction firms, 
air raid shelters, out you did not mention any of the impor¬ 
tant lesues with which we are concerned In this trial, end 
which you would lc.:Ow about bsc'use of your position. How 
let me as’: you, Mr. witness; when you discussed the facte 

at Auschwitz, with the Defense Counsel, did you talk to them 
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at all about how the site «as chosen? 

A This question war discu-69d. 

Die*, you nentlon at all about the -nowled^e you had 
whet the-e ‘•as aonceotratlon caao at “unchwitr before the 
site w a chosen? 

D2L 32IDL: I object to that question because It Is not 
wltnln the frame of this witness' affidavit. The affidavits 
were drawn up on behalf of the defendant Duerrfeld for the 
moat part. The Prosecution ltalef does not assert that the 
defem ant Duerrfled had anything to do with tho selection 
of the terrain upon which the olant v P s to oe constructed. 

The defendant, Dr. Duerrfeld, only in the course of March, 

1941, learned of this new olant to be constructed, and thet 
le tho r-ason why nothing of the witnesses testimony was 
incoroorated into the affidavit. 

TKS COT “6S70H2R: *lr. “lnshoff I would surest that yeu 
state for the record the relevancy of your quest-on. 

K?. ;;r.:8X0FT: I would be h*i?y to, dir. Tho Defense, 
and oarticularly Dr. Soldi, he may recall, in the loot several 
witnesses before tho Commission asked the witnesses in 
connection with affidavits they had el'jned for the Prosecution 
vhethar they ha/, not talked about ether things, and whether 
the interrogation did not include many facts which were not 
in the affidavit, and then they asked the witness, "fell 
how is it that -base facts are not in the affidavit even though 
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they "are In the interro rtions,■ and new I ask this witness, 
how is It—- 

DR. ;.’OPTi!Air.’| Mr. Coanlssionsr - 

il?. "XySKOFF; Lst ae finish 'ay question. 

-HD co:::i83:0irsa: Mr. Hinskoff, go ahead. 

. MR. liJTSXOFF: I asked the witness how is it that these 
various thin ,s he talked rbout, with the Defense Counsel, 
concerning the site, concerning the concentration caip, con¬ 
cerning labor, the seeking of concentration camp inmates, 
w.-.lch was certainly Duerrfeld's field, - why t.nse things were 
not in the six affidavits he gave to the Defense. 

DR. .•.OFTilA.t.*: Mr. Coo-desioner, first I should like 
to state that hr. “inekoff, for the first thin*, has te say 
that if he discusses the Defense he has to except no person¬ 
ally. I have never spoken to the witness Faust beforehand; 
secondly, I should like to ask tho Procecution if it is foi^- 
oidden to talk to a witness, even if one did want to. Thirdly, 
7 ••«>nt to ask the ^roeecution whether or not they do that 
themselves, rnd fourthly, I want to know if a cross examina¬ 
tion is at all possible, if it is carried out and one did " 
not »ftsrward Cell why one is trying to seek fact from the 
witness, which should have been put into the af'i .avlt accord¬ 
ing to the opinion of the Prosecution, end tnerefore suddenly 
rre no lor. er to oe valid. Then I don’t h^va to cross-exanine 
che witness at all. 
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122 C0:i:T53-0H^?.; Dr. Hoffaann, that is mate, lal that 
will cone before the Tribunal iteelf on these objections, and 
all I want to at in here i6 the grounds of your objections, 
and the dofense to your objections, and then let the Tribunal 
adjust the matter when it settles these objections, and I 
r 8 . 11 y would like to have as little ergument between counsel,- 
that is personal argument on these natters, - as possible, be¬ 
cause it wastes our tine as well as it is Irrelevant. 

Now I think you may proceed with your question. I think 
the record is clear as to the position of both parties. 

:ia. ::7;‘SK0?F: I would merely like to state, in answer 
to Dr. Hoffmann, we did not intend to include Dr. Hoffmann 
personally >ecAuse he had not >sked that type ef qu-^st on. 

As to .is qu'etlons aoout vhetner remitted to epenk to the 

witnesses, of course it is permitted, and rs to wither, the 

• 

p roeecuticn does the same tnlng,' of course we do. But the 
only reason that this question is put, is that time and e^aln 
witnesses have been aeked to explain, on croes-oxanina.tlon, 
just now it is that many thin ,s whlcu the Defense thought was 
relevant, was not included in the Prosecution's affidavit. 

They nave asked the a, "Did you apeak to the i *rorecutlon about 
tr.ia fact or that fact". The witness says, "Yes". Then they 
ask, "Tny isn't it in your affidavit?" 

Now we are asking tnis witness, wfi# has now given six 


14030 


3 Kry 194S—A-Ii3D-lc—£—Scevart (vonSchon) 
cora VI, CA3Z VI co:n:i53-oi? 77 

affidavits to the Defense, how he can ex-lain vhy it is that 
in all of the vital things of nhich he has personal knowledge 
like the wee' ly reports, the concentration canp inmates pro¬ 
curement, the choosing of the I.O. site, why, ?s to all of 
these things, there is not one word in any of the affidavits, 
if he spoke about those things to the Defense. 

That was the purpose of the question. 

THS COi: TSSICl'IR: :*ow let's ^ec a question on that. 

•'hy did he oralt certain things, that is the question. *fhy 
did he o.-iit certain alleged facts. 

fou may anoer the question, hr. Witness. 
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A. That is very sickle to answer, Uri Minskoff, I ropliod to 
what I was asked; that's all. / 

<JR. iUKSKCFfS Thank you vory auch. That's the answer. 

DH. SEIDL: Dr. Soldi, Counsol for Dr. Duerrfold. 

RE-DIRECT EXaIOHaTICM 

BY*DR. SEIDL: 

Q. fatness, did I over ask you or did I aver put a wrltton 
questionnaire to you about tho ro.sons which woro docisivo for tho con¬ 
struction of tho l*th Buna Plant of Par bon at Auschwitz and nonhoro 
olao? 

A. No. 

Q. I havo another quostion to put to you. The Prosecution re¬ 
peatedly asked you about tho weekly reports. Two weokly reports woro 
put to you which consented upon tho boatings thich occurred at tie 
construction site. Tou havo tried to explain that and you have triod 
to shew hew it is possiblo that cortain difficulties cane up at such 
o largo construction site. I want to ask you this: How is it possiblo 
that those few single cases could only bo observed in 19U1 and tho 
beginning of 19li2 and therefore gave reasons to your consents in the 
weokly report, and why later such reports can no longer bo found? 

UR. ICHbkCFr; jf it please the Ccendssioncr, the only reason 
that the weokly reports show 19hl, 19W and seme of then 19U3 is that 
we can't find the balance of the weokly reports which aren't available 
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to the Prosecution. What they show I don't knew. 

THE COiWSSIONER: Ar@ you obj octin g to Dr# Seidl's question? 

*®' ^^^CFF: I think tto question is leading. 

THE COliilSilOHcEs lot Mb answer it. You nay answerj Ur. Witness. 

DK. SEIDL: j should liko to state for the record of this Cora- 
ulssion that wc aado available all tho weekly reports to the Prosocution, 
inclusive of those of the year 19Ui. 

BY DR. SEIDLs 

Q. How, witnoss, I should liko to ask you to reply to ny 
question. 

A. This quostion is also very, vory sisplo to answor too. It 
is a natural that in tho courso of tho yoars tho ontiro conditions at 
tho construction place consolidated and ieproved considerably. As a 
consoquenco tho discipline iaproved. That Is actually tho only reason. 

DR. SEIDL: j havo no furthor quostions to tho witnoss. 

THE COklSUOUR: Has the Defense any furtfer quostioas for 
this witness? Thore appears to bo nono. Are you finished, Ur. Uinskoff? 

Hi. -ilt'oXdV: Ko further questions for tho Prosecution, sir. 

THE CCttaSblOKJl: T ho witnoss is excused. Now, I will ask you, 
gontlemon, aro ttoro any other witnesses to bo hoard this afternoon? 

'JR. miiSKCF?: Dr. Soidl says no. Wo thought there ms a Ur. 
Savolsborg but apparently ho is not tore. So I cucss tho information 
presently is that ttore is no furttor witness for this afternoon, sir. 

THE COiailSSICNcfi: very well. This fearing id 11 adjourn subjoct 
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Official Transcript of Military Tribunal 
VI, Case VI in the natter of the United 
States of Africa, against Carl “rauch, 
ot ai, dofendants, sitting at Nuernberg 
Gemary, on 10 l^y, 19k8, Justice 
Shako presiding. 

HZ bARSKAL: Persons in the court Roon will please find their 
seats. The Honorable, tho Judges of Idlitaiy Tribunal VI. Military 
Tribunal VI is now in session. God acre tho United States of America 
and this Honorable Tribunal. There will bo order in the Court. 

TTK PRPSILLrJT: Make your reports, **r. Marshal. 

THE RShAl: Hay it ploaso Tour Honors, all dofendants Arc present 
savo the defendants Haefligcr and Hoorloln, absent due to illness. 

DR. HKNZKi u r. President, I ask that Dr. von Schnitslor be excused 
at 10:00 o'clock to attend tho session before tho Coctalssloner. 

1,TV * rPLZmm: aro there any other defendants that wish to bn ...» 
oxcuscd free. this coming's sossion? 

tit. fcIShMANH (?or ^utcnschlacgcr): Tho witness Professor Bi.-line 
has been called for cross-oxaaination. I have Just received a nodical 
oertifiento frooi the Marburg University clinic to tho offcct that 
Professor Dialing has an infoction and can not appear buforo tho Tri¬ 
bunal this nenth. I inquired in Marburg and learned that tho witnrss 
Is at heno in bed end could bo oxanined there. I therefore ask a ruling 
of the tribunal that Professor Bicling bo uxaninod by tho Corxdssionur 
In U nr burg of tno Lihn. 

THE \YrSUm: The defendant von SchniUlcr will be oxcusod 
^ attend the coradssloner's hearing this forenoon. W-s it tho attitude 
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Perhaps, gentlwcn, you had better talk it over informally and son if 
you can a grcc on smo program and wc will call it up later this morning. 
At recess tino wo can talk it over. Anything else on behalf of 
defense counsel this aoming? anything from the Prosecution Just 
a moment, I think Dr. Dix, has so no thine to say. 

DR. RUDOLF DIX: Mr. President, I shall hand the Secretary 
General a very brief notion referring to hchihit 2236 in Book 91,. This 
is the affidavit of rfolffsohn. Undor the dato of 5 May I submitted 
a* motion that tho affidavits of Schrdtt, Schnitrior and Lautcnschlaerer 
submit tod togother with this notion, bo stricken insofar as they incrlrd- 
nato co-dofcndants. lhosane application is necessary with rospsetr 
to tho now ffolffsohn affidavit because it contains statements of tho 
dofcndnnt von Schnitiler. I therefore ask that in Exhibit 2236, 
thoso passages bo stricken which quote the defondant von Schnitlzer 
insofar os those cpiototions incriminate his co-dofendonts. 

7JK PR’SIDKOT: Hand your motion to the Secretory, Dr. Dix, and the 
Tribunal will dispose of that matter after tto cvidonco is closed. 

MR. SPICCl'ER: !lr. President, we believe it would bo appropriate 
at this tint to clear up the record with respect to a number of outstand¬ 
ings natters on document and exhibits. I nn giving copios of this state¬ 
ment to tho de fensno so they can i***intaly check it for errors, ate. 

'.he prosecution and tho dofenso, through Dr. Bach cm, have arrived 
st a stipulation with rospoct to Exhibit 231:2 (HI-15173), a sworn 
interrogation of Jasco von Puttkanaor which wos used and introduced during 
tho cross-examination of the defense affiant Gadow on 3 May 191:8 before 
the Corsaissioner. 
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It is stipulated that only the last threequestions awl answers of this 

• 

interrogation ere to bo considered in evidence. The defense agrees 
in this connection that von Puttkaer.or will not bo called for .aaaina- 
tion. 

THC ifSSIIElfT: How, will you plcoso, for verification, repeat 
that Exhibit Number. 

IP.. SPH^K^R: Exhibit 231*2. 

TEE PRESILEW: Thank you. 

♦ y 

SWECIIF.i During the presentation of prosecution documents in 
Docuount Book 01* on 21* H„vcnbor 191*7, ttr. dinskoff, at pago 1*237 
of the tr-nqcrlpt confused two so rice of document numbers. 1!.> stated 
Document >*>-1315 is already in ovidonen rs Prosecution Exhibit 109.“ 
Actually Exhibit 1*09 is NI-1315. Doeuuont 
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NO-1315 should therefore bo assigned tho noxt exhibit nunber in order to 
clear tho record on this point. NO-1315 appears in Docuoant Book Eli, 
English pago 31, Goman page U5. It will bacaic Prosocution's Exhibit 

2255. You should also correct pago 2a of the index to Document Book Oh, 
striking fron under Docunont KO-1315 the Exhibit llunbcr hB9 and subst¬ 
ituting Exhibit Uuabor 2255. 

During tho cross oxanination of the dofendant burster, on 12 April 
19h8, Prosecution's Exhibit 2118 (NI-lh031) was offered in ovidonco. Tho 
dofonsc raised sooo question about this exhibit, arguing that it was not 
dated and that it did not bear any signature. Tho prosocution stated at 
that tine that it would supply core detailed inforaation os to tho sourco 
and origin of tho document, otherwiso tho docmxnt was to bo stricken. 

In this connection wo now introduce NI-152S9 as Prosocution's Exhibit 

2256. This is a cortifiod declaration oxocutot*. by two polico officials 
of tho Motherlands. It shows, aaong other things, that tho docuoont caao 
froo tho Regional Labor Offico files in tho Netherlands. 

During tho interrogation of tho dofv.nso witness Holnut Schnoidor on 
lii April 19U0 beforo tho Tribunal, tho witness and defonso counsol raised 
sooo point about certain corrections to Schnoidor's affidavit nhich ho 
had given to tho prosecution by lottor of U lay I 9 I 18 , directed to interr¬ 
ogator von Hallo. Tho Tribunal askod that tho prosecution supply tho 
actual text to supplcncnt tho corrections as they wore noted in a footnoto 
to tho affidavit itself. This lottor of the witnoss Schnoidor is NI-15150 
and is now offered in ovidonco as Prosocution's 2;3iibit 2257, 

On 10 Fobruary 19U8 Dr. Nolto nado a notion to strike Prosecution's 
Exhibit 1715, HI 12U52, an affidavit of Dr. Tonc'os, because certain sic!; 
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reports mentioned therein wore not availablo for his inspection. The 
Tribunal later said that it would strike this exhibit unloss the sic!: 
reports were obtainod. These sick reports havo boon obtained and copios 
wore given to Dr. lFclto last week. 

Tho prosecution ;»uld also like to aa!:o a statenont at this time 
concerning the status of oxhibits offorod or identified in eyldonoo between 
13 April 1948 and last Saturday, tho 8th of lby 1948. Your Honors will 
recall that on 20 April 1948, the prosecution nado a statonont giving thoir 
view with respect to prosecution oxhibits offered or identified up tiirough 
12 April 1948. , Tho prosecution oxhibits used between 13 April 1948 and 
last Saturday, 0 ihy 1948, include prosocuUon exhibits 2122 through 2251* 
end 2307 through 2349. Thoso includo, of course, tho oxhibits usod both 
boforo tho Tribunal and beforo tho Comlssioncr. Tho oxhibits will again 
bo treated ty categories to avoid repetition. I -.dll not nontion tho 
dociBcnt numbers in o r.ior to savo tine. You cm obtain tho docunjnt nunbors 
by rofcronco to tho list of prosecution oxhibits ;hich will bo minwographod 
today and circulated. 

Category I, Rojoctcd Exhibits: The following exhibits oil contained 
in Prosecution Docuaent Book 92 (Rebuttal Book I) havu boon rujoctcd by 
tho Tribunal: 21$!* through 2158, 2161 through 2166, 2169, 2171, 2172, 

217U, through 2179, and 2183 through 2190. 

Category II, S^iibits liarkod for Identification only: Tho foiloxring 
oxhibits vero aar'/.od for identification only and tho ProsocuUon has not 
offerod then and docs not now intend to offer then in evidonco: 2133, 2134, 
2Ui5, 2180, 2101, 2182, 2191, 2308, 2310, 2313, and 231*7. 
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Category HI: Tills includes the exhibits cfcich were marked for 
identification ponding the further processing of tho documents and which 
we now formally offor or rooffer in evidcnco, as the case may bo. In all 
cases distribution has been mode through the regular channels of tho Dofonso 
Center or otherwise to defonso counsol — Exhibits 2131, 2132, 2135, 2322, 
2325, 2326, 2335, and 231*1. 

In siBciary then, with ruspoct to prosecution exhibits 2122 through 

225U and 2307 through 231*9, it is tho prosecution's view that all of those 

% 

exhibits oro now in evidence with the oxcoption of those'listed under tho 
first two catogorics abovo. 

Since tho prosocution made its first report on tho status of prosecut¬ 
ion oxhibits on 20 April 191*8, tho Tribunal, on 3 Ifay 191*8, struck from 
evidcnco prosecution exhibit 939, HI-11331*. 

A prior correction to tho statement of 20 April 19l*8 concerning 
prosecution otfiiblts on 20 April 191*8, concerning prosocution exhibits 
1292 and 1600, respectively an affidavit a.*! interrogation of Oswald Pohl, 
has alroocy boon node on tho record of 7 lily 19U0. 

How, Ifr. Prosidont, thoro are about three rathor unfortunate typo¬ 
graphical orrors in tho stntonont on exhibits which wo previously nr.do 
on 20 April 19U8. If I could mko those now I think it would avoid 
difficulties for the secretaries of all counsel and tho Judgos. 

THE PRESEJliT: lou Day do so, 

*R. SPREthUR: Ulth respect to tho statement concerning tho status 
of oxhibits which no node on 20 April 19l*8, English transcript 11881 
through 11C06, thoro arc several typographical orrors which wo would 
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now like to correct. At the niddle of page 11302 of the English transcript, 
references is nado to "exhibits included in Document Book 89." Tho 
aineogrephad copy incorrectly shows a figure which could bo misconstrued 
as 69. Docxncnt Book 89 is correct. At pago 11883 of the transcript undor 
Category 3, there is an oxhibit nuabor opposite Dociracnt Hunbor HI-11730 
which is not plain. This should bo exhibit nrnber Bltf, Document Number 
HI-11780. At pago 11084 of the transcript tho document number of Prosec¬ 
ution Exhibit 1830 is not clear. It should be l!I-9540-C. On pago 118G6 
of tho transcript two exhibits with the rnraber 2069 aro lasted. Tho first 
exhibit so listed should bo Prosecution fcdiibit 1368. The MI nuobor for 
oxhibit 1868 is also incorroct. It should bo changed from NI-14003 to 
HI-14002. Also at page 11886 tho Prosocution Exhibit 1924, HI-14243, 
should bo stricken entiroly. This exhibit is proparly listed undor Category 
II at pago 11805 of tho transcript. 

T!E PRESIDE-T* Unless thcro is objocticn cr corrocUon pointed out 
by counsol for the defense, tho record suggested by tho prosocution will 
bo considered .ado on tho record of Uk Tribunal. 

DR. ilELTE (Counsol for Hocrloin): 2!r• IYcsidont, 2!r. Sprochor has 
Just said that tho sick reports of Dr. Tondos, belonging to Exhibit 1715, 
have baon found and that copies of then havo b-on nado available to no. 

Last Friday I roccivcd tho original of these sick reports from tho prosec¬ 
ution. In the noontime I havo had an opportunity to discuss them with 
Professor Hoorlcin, as well irith tho defenso counsel of Profossor Lauton- 
schlaogor. Tho defense considers it important that thoso reports bo 
introduced in eviconco bccauso if tho Tribunal will take tho trouble to 
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ccoparo then with tho statesonts of the .irosccution it will observe that 

their contents do not agree with the prosecution*s contentions regarding 

the activity of Dr. Votter and the uso of ■3502" and Ruthonol. Thoso sic!: 

t 

reports will bo tho subject to a statooont which I will take tho liborty 
of submitting to you in writing. 

THE PRESjJDSIT: Vory well. Dr. Ncltc. 

MR. ULioKOFFi liay I reply with a few words. 

ITJE PRESIDlrT: That's all argunentative. TJo will hear you but unite 
it brief bocauso after all until a cod thing is submitted thoro is nothing 
before us. You nay answer if you wish. 

HR. IffiSKOFPt I noroly wanted to point out that thoro is no objection 
on tho part of tho Prosocution that thoso records bo narked into cvidonco. 
Oily they arc very bxilky and copies will have to ba nado. They aro probably 
a hundrod or two hiuxlrcd pagos of roports. 
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Or the question of nerit, cay I add some words to it? The 
Prosecution has pointed out a mraber of times that these particular 
cases had no Importance and were of no interest to the Tribunal. It 
was only at the insistence of Dr. Nelte that they were brought down to 
Poland. 

THE PICSIIENT: That's a debatable question of argument. Hake 
your showing, we have not seen them and will consider them for what 

they are worth. X will say to you. Dr. Holte, that there nay be some 

• 

merit in the suggestion of the prosecution about overloading the 
processing agency with too rrnch translation and BimeofT-aphine. If you 
gentlemen can confer and work cut scoe way to abbreviate the problan 
of translation and mimeographing, it sight be helpful because no aro 
under a groat deal of pressure right non, anyway. ' 

DR. NELTE (Counsol for defendant HoerleinJj «r. President, 
when the prosecution gave mo those sick reports they told me that there 
was nothing in the reports that wculd be of interest for the Hoorlein 
and Lautenschlaeger casos bocause, so the prosecution said, those re¬ 
ports refer to the treatment of tuberculosis cases. Thereupon, I told 
the prosecution, since the affidavit of Dr. Tondos who was the head of 
the tuberculosis department at A usch>ritz also refers only to the treat¬ 
ment of tuberculosis I would be agreed if they wanted to withdraw the 
Tondos affidavit, to also forogo these reports, as then I would not be 
interested in having these particular roports introduced horo; but the 
prosecution wants to offer the Tondos affidavit and says thit it is 

relevant while I consider that the sick roports are relevant since 
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the Tondos affidavit speaks of the improper treatment of tuberculosis 
cases. 

TO PRESIDENT! Well, we have long since abandoned all hope of 
ccanplete a Brement between counsel for the prosecution as to all issues 
in this case. You gentlemen talk about it informally at recess and if 
you can offer a suggestion that will hejp lighten the loads of process¬ 
ing, well and good; if y<xi cannot and ydu want us to examine and inspect 
the original documents, we will do that with the aid of an interpreter; 
but bring tho matter to a head today and tomorrow and t»e will dispose 
of it someway. 

We will hear yew. Dr. Dix. 

DR. DIX: Mr. President, I nay reserve the right for «y col¬ 
leagues to conment on this statement Just road by the prosecution until 
tomorrow so that they will have time to road it carefully. 

Something else: the Tribunal a rill remember my application for 
my client in roferenco to Ordnanco No. 1 of tho Anorican Military Govern¬ 
ment, which was brought up during his interrogation. In ray last applica¬ 
tion I included the copy of a record of interrogation of Schaitz at 
which, according to the text of this copy, his attention was called 
to this ordnance and he was asked whetho'r he read it. Ho said "yes." 

I asked tho prosecution for the purpose of a stipulation to chock 
whether this copy of nine agreed with the original. The prosocution 
made a counter proposal for a stipulation, an examination of the de¬ 
fendant von Schnitzler on the subject limited to very definito ques¬ 
tions specified by the prosecution. 
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According to a principle which is surely correct, that one 
never nakes any premises and agreements unless they are subject to 
one's arm will, I do not want to eater into this stipulation because, 

so fir as I u informed. Hr, von Schnitzler will not go into the \fit- 

* \ 

ness stand. Therefore, it would be practica l ly impossible to c arry 
out this stipulation. ' 

I would be grateful to Hr.Sprecher if, before the end of the 
proceedings, he could mako a statement as to whether ho can chock this 
text of this record and stipulate with me. 

HR. SPRECHER: The two uattors, in our view, are not exactly 
overlapping. *fe havo boon umblo in this short poriod of tirao to chock 
this interrogation of which Dr. Dix says ho has a copy. For tho pur¬ 
poses of this proceeding wo will stipulato on tho basis of Dr. Dlx's 
statement, that such an interrogation did take placo as indicated in 
his motion. 

THE PRESIDENT: I bolievo. Dr. Dix, that you said to tho Tribunal 
that if the prosecution would accept yair statement as having boon mado 
that that would obviate the calling of witnossos on your part to sub¬ 
stantiate jour facts. Is that truo? In othor words, it will now raiso 
a question of law for the Trihinal to pass upon rather than one of fact 
to be first determined. 

DR. DIX: That is ny opinion. Hr. President. I don't want to 
be misunderstood. It is my opinion that if tho quoted text of thio 
record is stipulated it will not bo nocossary to call witnesses. I am 
not sure that I think a logal question 'rill remain to be decided by tho 
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Tribunal. 

THE PRESIDENT: You are correct in that rogard. 

Non, counsel — and I an addressing this inquiry primarily to 
counsel for the prosecution — in other words, do we understand, Mr.' 
Prosecutor, that you are willing to stipulate for the purposes of the 
matter under controversy that the interrogation, the questions and % 
answers that were contained in the showing made by Dr. Dix are correctly 
roported to tho court in Dr, Dix <3 stataaont? 

HR. 3PRECHER: That is corroct. Hr. President. * 

TIE PRESIDENT: Very well. That puts that natter at rost for 
tho tine boing. By that I noan to say that, in view of the prosecution*s 
stipulation which the Tribunal now accopts and tho position statod by 
Dr. Dix, the Tribunal soos no nocossity of hecring any Airther ovidonco 
on that issuo. Vory well. 

DR. DIX: Thon ono r.oro saall aattor for tho defense as a 
whole to avoid misunderstanding. Hr. Sprochar said that cortain docu¬ 
ments fron Books 93 «nd 9b aro boforo tho Tribunal. I nay assumo that 
wo aro still awaiting a decision of tho Tribunal as to tho admission 
of tho documents to which objections have boon ;-iado? 

THF .’RESIDENT: All rightj if thoro is nothing olso to cano 
boforo tho Tribunal at this tino wo 'fill procood to rule on tho motions 
to strike certain documents contained in Prosecution Books 93 and 9b. 

First, directing attention to the Prosecution's Book 93» I 

shall not take your time to oako fonsal rulings that tho objoctions aro 

sustained or anything tut I shall indicato tho ruling of the T ribunal 
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by designating tho docusant as adaitted or rojectcd. You will know 
what that noans. 

T he Prosocution Exhibits — I on referring now to Book 93 — 

2199 and 2201 are admittod in evidence subjoct to the right of tho do- 
fondant Xrauch to answer then. 

Prosocution*a Exhibit 2211 is stricken frees retxittal documents 
in Book 93 but this ruling has no application to tho use of that docu- 
nont in oross oxamination boforo tho Comission. 

Prosocution Exhibits 2209, 2210, 2212, 221U and 2218 oro 
strickon fran tho ovidonco as not proper rotuttal. That dispsos of 
all of tho documents that havo boon called to our attontion in Book 93• 

How, in Book 9U, Prosocu tion* s Exhibit 2221 is strickon from 
tho ovidonco because it is alrocdy in evidence in tho cross oxamination 
of tho dofonso witness Hionorconn and, thoroforo, has no propor placo in 
this Document Book 9U. 

Prosocution Exhibits 2223, 2221,, 2225, 2226 , 2227, 2228 , 2229 
and 2230 oro each strickon. 

Prosocution's Exhibit 2236 is adeittod in ovidonco as far as it 
is applicable to tho special issue as to tho weight to bo accorded to 
tho affidavits of tho defendant von Schnitalor and to tho intorrogatorios 
in ovidonco. 

The Tribunal wishes to make tho observation that if thoro is to 
bo furthor evidonce on this issue tho mat tor will bo ref or rod to a com¬ 
missioner urdsr tho direction of tho Tribiml. 

Prosecution's Exhibit 2238 is strickon from tho ovidonco. 
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Prosocution's Exhibit 221*0 is adaittod in evidence. 

Prosecution's Exhibit* 221*1, 221*2 a nd 221*3 are stricken from 
the ovidonco. 

Prosecution's Exhibit 221*1* is admitted in evidonco. 

Prosocution's Exhibit 221*7 and 221*6 aro stricken from the 

evidence. 

Another matter: Dofonse Exhibits BW-1*5 through 52 inclusive 
aro stricken and rejected frm tho ovidonco on tho notion of tho prosocu- 
tion. 

Now, gontlanon, if any of ycxi have any difficulty in followii^j 
thoso rulings bocauso of translation wo will bo very glad to afford you 
an opportunity at this tino to make any spocifie roquosts for ropeti¬ 
tion of tho rulings if yew do not havo thaa. 
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Now, so far as wo aro advisod, that takes care of all of tbo 
pending notions with reference to each cxce;«t ono particular motion 
that was filed by Dr. Boettcher which was filod in the Gorman and wo 
have the prosecution's rosponso to it, relating to scco documents in 
the 1800 serios of tho prosecution; Unfortunatoly, when wo woro in con- 
foroncs Saturday we did not have the facilities of an intorprotor and 
wo aro having this document translated this morning so wo can givo somo 
consideration to that and wo aro hopoful Airing tho day wo can likewise 
disposo of that motion. 

As wo alroaty indicated, wo do not intond to cone am oursolvos 
with rulings on the Coralssionor's record oxcopt as to tho ponding motion 
bit I shall now cloar up that rocord on tho motion filod by Dr. Dix on 
behalf of dofenao coinsel. 

Tho objection found on pago 95-96 of tho English transcript of 
tho Caaaissionar' s report is ovorrulod. I Say I say that on tho list fur¬ 
nished us wo think thoro is a typographical orror. Tho ruling was in¬ 
dicated as being on pago 93-96 but wo found that it was on 95-96. I 
think tills must bo tho latter that was complainod of bocauso thoro was 
no objoction on 93-96. 

Tho objoction on pago 10885 is sustainod. Tho objoction on pago 
10893 is sustainod. Tho objoction on pago 10895 is ovorrulod. Tho objoc¬ 
tion on pago 1115U is ovorrulod. Tho objoction on pago 11159 is ovor¬ 
rulod; and, to abbreviate, nay I say that tho objections soparatoly and 
sovorally on pages 11160, 11172, 111*61;, llii66, lUi77, 11178, llii 80 aro 
each ovorruled. 
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• Tho objections on pages 111*85 and 11711 aro each sustained. 

The objections on page 11866 and 12113 aro each overruled. The objec¬ 
tions found on pago 123l»9 and 12350 are sustained and, finally, tho ob¬ 
jections found on pagos 121*77 and 121*82 are each overruled by tho Trib¬ 
unal. 

DR. SI QOS (Counsel for defondant von Schnitzlor): lour Itonors, 
thoro is just one thing that I nculd liko to bring up, sinco I havo to go 
to tho Caaaission at ton. Tho Tribunal lias just roforred to Exhibit 
2236. That is thoWolffsohn affidavit and that is adaittod into ovidonco. 

Under tho circumstances, may I ask that a no tho r point bo 
clarifiod? During tho sossion of 29 August 191*7 1 brought up tho fact 
that prossuro was oxortod on Dr. von Schnitslor in 191*5 during tho ii>- 
torrogation in tho Prungoshoin. Thereupon tho Trftxjnal docidsd that 
ovonts in 191*5 could not bo brought up. Sinoo I had to provo that thoro 
was prossuro in 191*7 whon tho affidavits offarod horo by tho prosecution 
wore proparod, I have acted accordingly. Tho WolXfsohn affidavit doals 
with ovents in 191*5 and 191*6 in Cransbcrg. They aro offorod to jrovo 
that in 191*7 no prossuro was oxortod. 

I boliovo if I am not to bo allotted to dascribo what happonod 
in 191*5 to provo that thoro was prossuro in 191*7 thon tho prosocution 
has no right to bring up things that happonod in 191*5 and 191*6 to provo 
that thoro was no prossuro in 191*7. I, thoreforo, ask that tho ports 
of this affidavit which doal with earlier ovonts bo strickon. I on re¬ 
ferring to Exhibit 2236 in Book 93, thoso parts which doal with ovonts 
beforo 191*7 — that is ovonts in 191*5 or 191*6. That is from page 27 in 
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the Gorman book to tho top of pago 29, pages U and 5 of tho original of 
tho Wolffsohn affidavit. If tho prosecution is ponnitted to bring up 
things that happened beforo 19U7, I boliovo that I, too, should bo al¬ 
lowed to present things that happonod beforo 19h7 which I suggested in 
August 19U7. 

HR. SPRECHSR: Mr. President, it sc era to me that Dr. Siemors 
has forgotten a ruBbor of things. We should novor hove offorod this 

affidavit except for thoso things which ho sooijs at this manont to havo 

\ 

forgotten. You will rocall ho attaeptod to put into ovidonco an affid¬ 
avit by Mrs. von Schnitzlor about ono tino sho concealed saaothing in 
tho V of her dross she undorwont a very unfortunato situation and I 
think Dr. Sitraors will also rocall that ho olicitcd testimony fran tho 
dofondant tor Moor concerning this incident, and, apart from that, ho 
mado sooo statements which indioated that it was his view that there 
must bo sort, .toight in sooo of tho ovidonco which ho subcaittod along 
that lino. 

Nor if all of that is not ovidonco and was not intondod as 
ovidonco, wo will bo very glad to havo this pert of this affidavit go 
out. 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Siaaors, of courso, is entirely corroct 
that, so far as adnissibility of ovidonco is concerned, prosocution 
and dofonso opera to under tho sano rulings. Thoro is no rulo applic¬ 
able to tho prosocution that is not likewise applicable to tho dofonso. 

I do not havo tho rocord of August 29, 19li7 beforo no but I 
think I do well rocall that at that time a document of a givon dato >ras 
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offered by too prosocution and thoro was soao showing or attempt to 
show saea eJurass or prossuro sccio considerable time before that. The 
Tribunal ruled, as I rcs s s n bor — end the record will correct mo if I 
am in error — that wo wore concerned as to nhother or not thoro was 
any showing of duress or prossuro upon tho defendant at the timo tho 
affidavit thon boing presented was offorod, and wo rulod that tho matter 
brought to our attention by counsel for tho dofenso was romoto to tho 
timo under inepiry so far as tho affidavit boing offored was con¬ 
cerned. 

Now, of course, if prosecution offors aooo prior or procoding 
documont and tho dofonso has some showing to noko with roforcnco to 
whothor or not tho dofendant was under diross or undjo prossuro tho do- 
fondant must bo accordod that opportunity and will bo accordod that 
opportunity. Howovor, in tho intoroats of timo and tho toraination of 
this oaso, as wo havo alroaefcr indicatod bofo.*o, if thoro aro to bo any 
so-callod collatoral issuos raised of that nature, as a mattor of 
nocossity wo shall have to ask Judgo Crawford to con&ict tho inquiry 
and dotennino what tho facts aro, and bring us a record cf tho proceed¬ 
ings, at loast, so that wo can pass upon it. 

I Just say to yo». Dr. Sioaors, that you can bo assured that 
you aro operating under no rule that is different than that applicablo 
to tho prosocution but I think that you will soo from oxamining tho 
record of 2? August that wo rulod at that tino that your a ttesapt to 
show sono prossuro back in 19L5 was ranoto to tho issuo of whothor or 
not tho docunont offored in ovidonee and boaring tho dato of 1?1 j 7 was 
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obtained under pressure. Now, wo way havo a different situation if the 
prosocution his presented a document executed before 1947 and at other 
tine than you claim that the pressuro was active; if you wish to make 
a showing cn that fact along that line, ycu cay do it. As I say, as a 
matter of nocassity we shall bo obligod to havo tho Comissionor conduct 
the inquiry and roport the ovidonco to tho Tribunal. 
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DR. SI3ERS (Ccunsol for von Schnitzlor): Mr. President, tho 
problem was as follows. Tho Prosecution offered affidavits of tho year 
19U7. Those w.fidavits, howover, contain statenonts end interrogations 
of Dr. von Schnitzlor of tho yoar 19U5. It was decided, thon, that I 
could provo duress only for tho yoar 191:7. It is troe that tho affid¬ 
avit was of 191:7, but new I have only a record of an interrogation of 
tho yoar 19U7, 18 Fobruary 19h7, and tho lYosocution thereupon has of- 
forod an affidavit of Tfolfsohn which describes not only what happonod 
in 19U7 but also what happened in 19U5 and 191:6. I beliftve I understood 

I 

tho Tribunal correctly if I new, in turn, am allowod to introdico 
ovidonce about duress in 191:5 and, socondly, Aircss in 191:7, spocially 
sinco I boliovo that the two aro dosoly comoctod. 

lE.SPnECffiRs llr. President, tho only reason wo havo offorod 
tho Holfsohn affidavit is in rosponso to whatovor evidence Dr. Sionoro 
cay havo submitted by way of interrogation of tho dofondant tor lloor 
boforo this Tribunal and by way of seno of tho inruondos in somo of his 
documents. Tfo think wo havo satisfactorily mot whatovor ho did in that 
regard. New, for that purposo, and that nurposo alono, wo havo offorod 
this affidavit. I didn't want to opon by that affidavit on our part 
any thing now. Wo aro only trying to moat what Dr. Sioaors has dono, 
nothing fbrthor. 

DR. SIB2RS: l!r. President, I can only say: if I oxaminod 
Dr. tor Hocr and in doing so aontionod tho yoar 191:5 this was not ovi- 
denca that I was trying to intro&xoo. Tho rocord will show that I only 
asked Dr. ter Moor ?bout Schnitzlor's personality and asked him to 
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describe it. Of c cur so in doing so Dr. tor !!oor spoko of things that 
happonod before the war, dxring the war and aftor the war. Tho affi¬ 
davit of Mrs. von S?»mitzlor was not introdiced as proof of tho duress 
in 191*5 sinco in itsolf it has no connection with Dr. von Schnitzlcr. 

I an sure it had some of feet on tho defendant, but I deliboratoly re¬ 
frained froa bringing that out at tho tine because tho Tribunal had ex¬ 
pressly docidod that I was not to bo allouod to introduco evidence 
about tho diross exortod in 191*5, and, as tho Tribunal will recall, I 
was rofusod very emphatically on this point. 

I am asking this now just to find out whether I an to have an 
opportunity nowj of courso it is such moro difficult for mo to introduce 
ovidonco et this tine. But as long as tho Prosecution roprosonts tho 
point of view that all tho affidavits are voluntary, I am forced to 
introdico this ovidonco, oven at this lato dato, and 1'll bo ablo to do so. 

Then thoro is ono moro quost'on. I understood corroctly, I bo- 
liovo, that 1 am to prosont this ovidonco to tho Coemissionor. I should 
moroly liko to know whoro tho cross-examination of I’r. Wolfsohn is to 
take placo. Tho Tribunal wUl recall that I asfcod roccntly that ho bo 
cross-examined boforo tho Tribunal, in riorr of ths fact that this quos- 
tion is of considorablo importanco. 

TOE PRESIDENT: 'Ihat about tho production of tho witness VJolf- 
sohn for cross-oxaaination, Mr. Prosocutor? 

IP. SPRECHER: Hr. Wolfsohn is at my loft at tho table and is 
availablo at ary timo. 

PRESIDENTS *hat else havo you to present, Dr. Sienors, 
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besides the ratter of the cross-examination of this witness? 

IW. SIS:Q3S: That depends on the outcast) of the cross-examina¬ 
tion, Hr. President. I night have to call othor witnossos on the saao 
subjoct. It is difficult for uo to tell until I havo cross-cxaninod 
Nr. TTolfsbhn. 

TTE PRESIDENT: Are you ready to cross-oxanino tho witness now? 

IK. SISEPS: 3 would bo roady, but at ten o'clock already I 
havo to bo boforo tho Commissioner bccauso Dr. Tinkler is boing ox aminod 
there. 

THE PRESICQJT: How long do you anticipate you will bo busy bo- 
foro tho Coanissionor? 

DP.. 31 BOS: As tho l'rosocution said, tho cross-axanination of 
Dr. Winkler was to tako about two hours, I would cortainly bo avallablo 
at ono-thirty. 

THE PRESIDENT: You think you will bo through end can bo bad: 
horo by ono-thirty, Dr. Sionors? 

DP. SIS OS x I boliovo so. It is not entirely dopondont on rao, 
bit on tho Prosocution, how long thoy tako. 

THE PRESIDST: Very well. Even if wo havo to wait for you a 
bit, wo will ponait yai to cross-axaaino this witness this afternoon 
whon you can got back horo. 

DP. STEEPS: Thank you, Hr. President. 

DP. HEnrrZSLER ( c ounsol for dofondant, rhirstor): Hr. Prosidont, 
tho Prosooitior. has Just offorod NI-1528?, Exhibit 2256. I am forcod 
to object to this document. I ask that it bo N strickon and simultaneously 
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ask that Irosocution Exhibit 2118 bo also stricken. The T ribuml will 
roca ll that whan Exhibit 2118 was offorod (tiring tho cross-examination 
of Dr. Wurstor the Dofon m objected, saying thoro was no way of tolling 
who had prepared this docusont, end when. This is Exhibit 2118. It 
has no signaturo and no dato. 

Tho docunont offorod today, inhibit 2256, is norely a stataaont 
of a Hitch polico official who tostifios that on the 7th of ‘.'ctobor 
19U7 ho confiscated Inhibit 2118 froa a Dutch wonan nanod Dcuhouss 
working at tho labor offico at Horzo^onbusch, which is In Holland. 
Thoroforo, Exhibit 2556 noroly Indicates whore Exhibit 2118 was con¬ 
fiscated. It says nothing about uhoro Exhibit 2118 cano from, tliat is, 
who properod it, or whon. I thoroforo ca of tho opinion that Exhibit 
2256 doos not confora to tho order of tho Tribunal and ask that thoso 
two axhibits bo stricken. 

Too PRESIDENT: Has tho Pros o cut ion anything further to say 
about this motion? 

MR. SPEECHES: Tho original exhibit doos indicate tho tlno 
poriod involved as tho middlo of 191*. It is not datod in tho sonso 
that this is on asployaont card kopt in tho courso of regular businoss 
by a Gorann labor offico in tho llothorlands. And it docs show ontrios 
made in the courso of regular businoss. Ho fojl that wo havo identi¬ 
fied it and showod its 3ourco noro then aaply by tho additional exhibit. 

THE PRESIDENT: Is 2256 ono of tho docuounts handed us today, 

Hr. Prosecutor? 

!R. SPEECHES: Yes, Hr. Prosidorit; I havo saao moro copios horo. 
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THE PRESIDENT: That is W-15289, is that right? 

MB. 3PRECHER: Yes, Ur. Prosidont. 

ThE PRESID3IT: Thanh you very much. 

Gent lemon, tho Tribunal will considor this matter on tho basis 
of tho presentation aado with rospoct to it in open court and give you 
a ruling as spoodily as possiblo. 

DR. H5ENTZZLET.: Ur; Prosidont, Dr. Borndt askod tliat Dr. tor 
rtoer bo oxcusod ln:odiatoly to attend tho Ccenission. 

THE PR2SIDS1IT: Dr. ter ilocr raay bo oxcusod. 

DR. HEIfrrZIT.'lR: )!r. Prosidont, thon I should like to mako a 
remark about Exhibit 2221, in Rebuttal Docunont Book 9fc. If I Icvo 
und or stood correctly, tho Tribunal anncwnccd this morning that this Ex¬ 
hibit 2221 was to bo stridcon as a rebuttal documont, but that Airing 
tho ex a m in ation of tho Dofonso affiant Ujonaroann it was offorod in 
ovidonco. Unfortunatoly, I do not yot have tho record of tho examina¬ 
tion of tho affiant Hionoroann, tut ay rocolloction is this; In tho 
rodiroct examination of tho affiant Haonomam I brought this documont 
to tho attention of tho affiant and I roferrod to a sontonoo which tho 
Prosecution had included in tho index of Documont Book 9U; If I ro- 
maubor corroctly, llr. Sprochar objoctod, saying that my roforonco to 
tho indax of Book 9U was inadaissiblo bocauso tho documont had boon put 
to tho affiant Uionornann but had not boon offorod in ovidonco. That is 
oy rocolloction. Unfortunatoly I Aj not have tho rocord to chock ny 
rocolloction, but that is how I — 

ITt. SPIBCWlt :fr. Prosidont, I romonbor tho rocord very doarly^ 
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I think Dr. Hointzolor will agree. I objected to tho use of tho phraso 
free tho robuttal book as a loading and arguaentativo question, and 
statod very clearly that Dr. Hointzolor could ask for tho feet, but 
that the fora of his quostion was inpropar. 

THE TIESIDB1T: Mow, i/hat the Tribunal meant to say was that 
wo were striking this document as not being proper rebuttal, but that 
was without projudico to any uao aado of tho document in tho courso of 
tho cross-examination roferred to. Wo aro not a dnitting tho document 
in ovidonco. W 0 aro not striking anything out of tho cross-oxamimtion 
of Dr. Huonoraann, bit tho document will not boc dmittod as a robuttal 
documont. 

DR. HEIOTZSLSR: Did I understand yew correctly that the docu¬ 
mont is not in ovidonco? 

re HBSJZXS’T: If tho document is in ovidonco, thon tho cross- 
examination is in ovidonco. If soao part of it is in ovidcsico in tho 
cross-examination, that pert of it is in ovidonoo. If there aro some 
roforoncos to it, thoy aro in ovidonco. Whatever tho rocord may show 
on tho cross-oxamimtion, it will spoak for itsolf. Tho document is not 
Quitted as a port of tho robuttal in this oaso. 

Now, gontlcnon, this soaas to havo deanod up tho pending 

mattors. Wo had hopod today to hoar two witnesses, or at loast ono. 

rt o havo found out this morning that neither of thoso witnossos aro 

prosonUy avallablo end wo may havo to wait until tomorrow; probably 

wo will havo to wait until tea or row to hoar both of them. In tho noan- 

whilo, a largo mnfcor of documents havo boon dolivorod which nay bo 
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introducod into ovidonee, if counsel is present end ready. T/hat wo 
should liko to do is call tho dafondants' naaos and have thoir counsol 
prosent thoir availablo docuaonts and, in lino with tho suggestion that 
wo mado last nook, havo ycu offer your additional documents that may 
not havo been processed by giving thoir document designation and thoir 
tontativo exhibit rnmbor. 

^ocauso of tho fact that wo had plannod to do this tomorrow, 
scoo of tho Defense Counsel nay not bo availablo bocauso they aro on- 

y 

gagod olsowhoro; seno of thorn nay bo boforo tho Conmissionor. Under 
thoso oircumstancos, wo shall not adopt ary rulo as to tho ordor in 
which wo shall call tho dofon dents. \ 1 0 will oall ccunsol for whatovor 
dofondnnts aro availablo and ready to prococd end got as much of that 
out of tho way today ns possible. Is thuro ary objoction to that 
procodiro?.... 71 o can soo wiioro thoro could bo none. 

Sinco thoro is not much notico of this procoduro, w 0 aro going 
to riso for our rocoss a littlo oarly this morning and convono aftor 
tho rocoss at tho regular tiao, and that will givo you about twonty 
or twonty-fivo mimtos. »o will aporociato it if you will toko notico 
of tho situation among yoursolf and bo ablo to toll us when wo rocon- 
vono who is roady to procood to prosont tho availablo documents and to 
indicate tho documents that havo not boon procossod but whidi you wish 
to introdicc, in tho mannor in which wo suggostod last wook. 

DR. fTFFilAW (Counsel for Antoros and von dor Heydo): Hr. Prosi T 
dont, I would appreciate it if I could offor tho documents for Ambro3 

and von dor Heydo imodiatcly aftor tho rocoss, as I anroedy. 
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THE PRESIDED: T/o -rill ho=r you first. Dr. ttjffhann. 
Tho Tribunal will now rise. 

(A rocoss was tekon.) 
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TIC iiARSIIALi Sho Tribunal is again in sossion. 

TJS PRBSEEITs Just a ncoont. Dr. Hoffnanr.. On tho 20th of April, 


as shown by Tra-xscript, page 11835 of tho English, tho Prosecution offorod 
Docunont liX Us031, as Exhibit 2118 for identification. Thcro was an 
objection at tho tii» of the offor, upon the ground of a lack of propar 
authentication of tho docuunt. 


Tho Tribunal has today received freu txj iYosccution its Docuoont 
15289, as Prosocation Exhibit 2256 in support jf Exhibit 2118. Under 
tho Rules and tho procedure that tho Tribunal has followed, and which 
acous to be propor, Uio Tribunal docus that '.Id libit 2256, supplies 
sufficiont infox-aation rith roforonce to Exhibit 2110 to r.ako tho latter 
adaissiblo in evidence, and tho objection to tho introduction of tho 
Prosecution Exhibit 2118 is nor overruled. 

Are you roady. Dr. Jfeftoann? 

DK. ror.U'-RI* (ceunsol for tho dcfo.xlant. Dr. ;,ubros)i 

I£r. President, at tho end of the prosontatian of ny documents on 
behalf of the Defendant .Vnbros, I an offorhxc a Document Book C for 
Atibros. I havo ^iven a copy to -sell of tiw interpreters and to Ifr. 
Sprochor of tho Prosecution. 

The first doexaent in this Docunont Doo!: is QA 139. This will bo 


Exhibit 207, end is a lottor of the R-ich Ilm.stor of Econooics, da tod 
30 Juno, «Ul. It d-als with tho ihiasian question, that is to say, na!ina 
available of personnel for the adnini3tratian in tho Usslsn torritorios 
that night eventually becoao occupied. This is a canteaporanoous docur.i.nt. 
The noxt eloevsioat is 0A 221. This will be ;^.von Exhibit Ho. 20C. This 
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again is 2 clocicsD.'.t froc thoso tines, a fllo noto about a confer unco in 
Schkopau which was conducted with gcntlcixn for If 10 Reich Agency for 
Sconooic Beveloincnt, cod it is dated 2 December, 1938. 

I offor this docunont bccauso it shows free thoso times that Aabros 
did not c Oils icier it proper that a third plc.:t bo constructed before tho 
beginning of 19l:l. 

The next docu.uat is OA 329. This lias ltd libit Ho. 19b, for identif¬ 
ication, which I govo it when I offered it during tho session of tho 
Cceraissionor. Hair I want to offor it into evidence proxr. This is a 
certificate of the Uqw of tho Cocuunity in Upper Bavaria, about the 
vacation that Ir. Anbroa took in that cc&sunity. 

The next docunoat is a\ 330. This is on affidavit of Dr. Ehoanm It 
will bococw aSii’oit 209. I offor this doeiu--.it because Zhnann confiras 
in this docurcnt tliat if Anbros had not had to c cos true t the plant for 
Far bon in Ausclnritz, and s otic body olsc irou.d have constructed it, Anbros 
would have boon noodod at loaat for tho Bona part of that plant, and that 
ho would have been drafted for sorvlcc in this particular instanco, and 
this drafting for labor was an obligation in the Third Reich which could 
have boon evaded only by flight. 

Tho next docuaont is OX U27. This will be given Exhibit Ho. 211. It 
is an appendix-— 

TH3 PTClXUJinrx Dr. Hoffuann, did w- got it correct; did you noan 
211 or 210? T-ur last document .cs given IIo. 20?. 

Ot. m.-TIiUS;: Tos, I bog your pardon. I no ant 210. 

TRE TRX.oTS!?: Thank you.. 
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DR. HJFFliAHLIi This document, OA U27, is only a supplement to tho 
docuaont OA 426, which has already been offerod, and this is tho supple¬ 
ment mentioned in the other document. 

Tho next OA docuaont, which is MO. 616, will bo given Exhibit nuahar 
211* This is a contcnporonoous docuaont, a file note about a confcronco 
of tho 20th of Lbrch, 1936. It doals \fith a chemical procoss about tlio 
forcntation of glycorino* 

Tho next docuaont is QA 617, rtiich will be givon Exhibit N 0 i 212. 

Tills again is a docurcnt from thoso times, a report on tho result of tho 
Lu<hrigshafcn works. Tills report was undo during tho confcronco botoioon 
tho VTasag and Far ben on tho 23rd of ihy, 1939. 

IS. SPRECICR: Jr. President, both Dr. Koffoann and I are still 
confused. I think there is a littlo confusion in those nunbors. 

DR KDF71-UBI* Ho, Ik*. Prosident. I havo now cono to Documont NO 
01 617, and that was Exhibit 212. 

THE PRESmilT: Very woll. Ho so havo it. 

DR. aoWUUt:: Tho noxt document that I cm going to offor will bo 
OA 723. This will bcccoc Exhibit 213. This is an affidavit of Dr. Palm, 
Ho described the largo scalo experiments conducted with Tabun, and ho says 
that Tabun was prepared for a largo scale production in tho laboratory 
only after tho war. 

Tho noxt document is a'. 724. This will bo given Exhibit No. 214, on 
affidavit of the sane nan. Dr. Palm, and again deals with tho production 
of Tabun. 

OA Docuac.it 72? will boccoo Exhibit 215. This is an affidavit of 
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Obcrreigicrungsrat Karl Ecinknccht, in the Any Ordnance Offico, who makes 
statements about the employment of tho inmates ant' tho responsibility for 
their employment in tho Dyhomfurt Plant. 

The next docuuont, QA 726 will become Exhibit 216. This is an affidavit 
of a certified engineer, Anton Schoal, a forcer Prokurist of the Luranil 
Enterprise, nho again cakes statements about tho enploynent and rosponsibility 
for tho enployaent of tho inoatos. 

QA 727 will bee cue Exhibit 217. This is an affidavit of an Obering- 
cniour Bilthingor, who also expresses his opinion about the enploynent of 
imates in his capacity as Prokurist of Luranil. 

0A 822 will tee cue Exhibit 218. Theso cro comparisons in the turnover 
figures of tho Francolor plant for tho years 1938 and 19l*2. The last 
document in this book C is 0A Ko. 823. This trill bocooo Exhibit 219, an 
excerpt free the program of tho uooting of the Technical Comission Fran¬ 
color in Ludnigshafon of tho 18th of ihrch, 19b2, and is again a contem¬ 
poraneous document. 
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Now, Mr. President, lour Honors, I have tiro more documents which 
are not contained in my docuaent book but which the defendant Ambros 
found on Saturday when he looked through the docuaonts made available 
by the prosecution. Tour Honors, a large part of ry evidence has been 
spent on trying to determine tho person who gave the mission for the 
construction of the Buna plant in Auschwitz, Tho first document that I 
offur in that respect is a letter of tha OCT, dated February 19bl. It 
is NI 119U3 and my exhibit number for this document will bq 220. I quote: 
"Dear Dr. Ambros: Forgive mo if I haven't answered your letter of tho 
26th of January until this time. In tho meantime, ropcatod discussions 
have taken place with tho Reichsministcr and with the Qoneralfoldmarshall 
Keitel about tho rubber and Buna problems and they have influenced tho 
decision on bohalf of Buna IV. In tho moantimo, the docislon has boon 
aade, tho plant is being built in Auschwitz in Uppor Silesia. If you dosire 
any furthor conforencos about tho porsonnol question, I shallbo avail¬ 
able to you on sene day noxt wook." And it is signod by tho responsible 
official of tho OCT. 

Tho last docuraoat I am newr offering for Asbros, which again was 
found only on Saturday, is NI 119ii0. Uy oxhibit mafecr will bo 221. This 
is a lottor of tho OKH, Ccmandor of tho Haao Aray, the Supremo Commander 

t 

of tho Tiehnaacht in tho G„noan Reich territory, dated 17 February 19ii2. 

It Is doscribod to Dr. Ambros in Ludwigshafcn and, in my opinion, it 
solves the question of labor employment in tho same senso in which I hove 
tried to present it during my evidence, again and again. This lottor to 
Aobrca says: "Subject: Requirement of workers for the building project 
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Montanwerk Auschwtiz. In the above mentioned natter we are informing 
you that on the 17th of February 19b2 the Plenipotentiary for Special 
Questions of Chemical Production and the OKH nado an agreement according 
to which the procurement of those workers for the Fnrbon plants (fuel 
and Buna) as well as for tho Her. tan plant, will bo taken over by the 
Gebochem and thcroforo both plants will bo treatod as a whole in regard 
to tho employment of workers. 11 

Both of thoso documents I shall have translated and hand thoa to 

• ^ • 

lour Honors la ter. 

MR. SPRXHER: Wo can indicate immediately that wo havo no objection 
to these last two documents, for what that's worth. 

TOE ffiESIDENT i Iou're not ready to ccm-iit yoursolf with reference 
to the others offered this morning? Havo you boon over thorn to know 
what you wish.. 

MR. SPRECHER: Only in tho German, Mr. President, and my Gorman 
isn't that sufficient. 

THE TOESIDEWri Vory well. Thon the record may now show that 
Aabros Exhibits 207, 208, 19b and 209 to 221, inclusive, aro now 
offered and received in ovidonce, subject to tho objections of tho 
prosecution, and I take it. Dr. Hoffmann, that closos your ovidcnco on 
behalf of the defendant Asbros? 

DR. HOFFMANN: Very woll,.Mr. President, with the exception of the 
one witness who is to appear tomorrow at 1:30. 

THE raESIEENT: les, wo scant with that oxception.- 

MR. SPR£CH£R: Mr..President, something has cono up in connection 
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with the Coessission to which I would like to call ycur attention because 
it is a pressing problem for us in these last seven days, and while I'M 
at that, I'd like to make another statement I have prcnised you. On 
Friday, the prosecution called attention to the fact that the defense had 
introduced several hundred affidavits within the last two weeks which 
wo had not as yot had a chance to read and analyse. Wo said that today, 
with the permission of tho Tribuml, we would make a statement on our 
position with rcspoct to the cross examination of thoso affiants. Tho 

w 

Tribunal said it would bo glad to hoar this statement but made it 
unequivocally clear, that under all cire instances, tho ovidcnco in this 
case would closo on 12 May, including the cross examination of dofonao 
affiants boforo tho Commissioner, thdor tho circumstances, tho only 
courso open to tho prosecution is to oxanino as many witnossos as possi¬ 
ble boforo tho Conaissionor during tho remaining throe days for tho 
taking of ovidonco. It appears that wc shall not oven hava timo to 
•xamino all tho affiants who wore requested boforo last wook. Honco, it 
would be a futilo act for us to tell you whet our program would be if 
wo had an opportunity to carry it out. What is important, Ur. Prosldont, 
is that right now thoro aro affiants *ie» wo have called to appear in 
Numborg but that, for sooo reason or other, they woro not boforo tho 
Commissioner and tho Caamission has had to go in rocoss. Now, in view 
•f tho fact that wo have only those last few hours to cross oxamino a 
vory fow of thoso hundreds upon hundreds of dofenso affiants, wo do think 
that is a somewhat s.rious situation and wc know from Lieutenant Paco 
that there are a number of thoso affiants in Hurrtoerg or, in a«y *ovont, 
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that they have cone to Nurnberg unless they have loft on their own volition 
or upon "oaobody cIso's stinilation. 

THE FHjSIDE^T : Gontlonon, that is a regrettable situation, of 
course. For whatever time yot remains and for »*atever witnesses are 
or can be mado available, tho Tribunal fools that the prosecution Is 
entitlod to conduct its cross examination up until tho close - tho tine 
when the evidence in this case is to bo closed, and the Tribunal will 
expect counsol for defendants who aro responsible for these witnessos 
U sco that they aro prosont before tho Coanissioncr at tho timo designa¬ 
ted so that thoro nay bo no unnecessary interruption of tho rights of 
the prosecution to cross ex&aino theso wltnossos. 

Gontlcoon, I think we aro ready ncm for another volunteer from counsel 
for dofonso to close up tho ovidonce. 

Just a moment. Wo'11 hoar Dr. Dix. 

DR. RUDOU* DIX: In regard to tho latter statements of Your Honors 
1 know frca information of ny colioagues that thoso affiants whom tho 
prosecution wonts to cross oxauino havo boon waiting horo in Nurnborg for 
quito soqo timo to bo oxaminod.. In other words, I assumo with certainty 
that none of thou havo loft and thoso who havo boon called aro ready. 

At any rato, tho dofonso did everything within its powor to procure thoso 
affiants for cross examination for tho prosecution. 

DR. SSIDL: (Dofonso Counsel for Defendant Duorrfold): About tho 
question of tho examination of affiants I want to say that a difficulty 
has arisen this morning becauso one witness. Dr. Savclsborg apparently 
was sick*. Ho didn't appear, and on last Saturday, when tho Ccoralssions 
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*ero in session also, no now session was given notico of so that the two 
defendants, Acfcros and Duorrfcld, who wanted to participate, woron't 
prasont either. Thoroforo, I ask you to rule that the dofondant Duorrfold 
be excused imncdiat-jly in ordur to attend the Connissi'onor's hoaring 
which is to start right away. 

THE PRESIDENT: That, of courso, is proper and the defendant 
Duerrfold is excusod. 

DR. SEIDL: Mr. Presidont, with Your Honor’s poraission, I want to 
offer throe moro documents that havo not yet boon translated but that are 
to bo translated, with propor poraission of the Tribunal. Thoso aro throo 
short. 

THE PRESIDENT: Lot do ask you. Dr. Soldi, havo all tho documonts 
that havo been procossod and distributed on bohalf of tho dofondant 
Duorrfold, boon already offered? 

DR. SEIDL: All docuDonts havo boon offered, yos. 

TOE PRESIDENT: Thon you havo throo additional docunonts now that 
havo not boon procossod? 

DR. SEIDL: Yos. 

THE PRESIDENT: Give us tho designation of tho dociraont and your 
proposed oxhibit mrto-rs and wu'll tako core of that for you now. 

DR. SEIDL: Tho first Docuaont is Duorrfold #1523. I "ant to offor 
it to Your Honors as Exhibit U67. The second is Duorrfold Dooumont 
1521* which is to beccoe Exhibit L68. Tho third and last docuoont is 
Duerrfold....Ho, that's an HI docuaont, Mr. Presidont. It is ono of thoso 
documents which were found in tho files of tho Prosecution. It is HI 11019 
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and that document ia to bocooe Exhibit 1469. 

TOE PRESIDENTs Does that corcludo your documents now. Dr. Soldi, 
on behalf of the defendant Duorrfold? 

DR. SEIDL: Yes, that concludes the presentation of docunonta for 
Dr. Duerrfold. 

TOE PRESIDED: Then the Tribunal rccoivoa, subject to objection 
of the prosecution, Duorrfold Exhibits 467, 468, 469 aid closes Ihe 
ovidence on behalf of the defendant Duorrfold. 
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DR. SCHIB3JT: (Defense counsel for defendant 3ucrgln): Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, a short while ago I gavo r$r Docunent Book 6 to the Translation 
Department. I don't know if you have it beforo you. I nyself have not 
yot received the English text. 

THE FRESIIENT: itaat a aaaont, Doctor, we'll see. No, we do not 
but you nay proco.d if you aro ready to identify and offer your documents. 

DR. SCHIB2RT: Then I shall offer the first document, Document 100 
is my Exhibit 9b. The second document, #101, will becano Exhibit 95. 
Document 102 is Exhibit 96, I had alroady permitted nysolf to mako a 
reference to this docuaont when jrcsontit* my Book 7. This affidavit 
was alroady contained in Book 7 in its text, but it has now beon roofforod 
in the proper fora in this book. This is Exhibit 96. My Document 
103 will become Exhibit 97. Tho next docuaont, 86, will boconc Exhibit 
98, and tho last docuaont in that book, Docuaont 10b, an affidavit of 
Ung, I shall not offor because that affidavit rof^rs to soroo rebuttal 
docuaonts from Book 92 which have bt.n ruJoetod by lour Honors' docision. 

I have ono last docuaont book, #9, containing only two documents that wore 
approved during the last few days for translation and for presentation, 

Ono of thorn is Docuaont 10$. ‘ T hls is going to bo Exhibit #99. For tho 
prosocution, I want to state that this is an affidavit of tho affiant 
and witness Milch who was hero on tho witness stand during ray case, and 
the prosocution offorod Exhibit 2251 in their rebuttal book 9b which is 
an affidavit of Wolffsohn to rofuto his testimony. Milch is in the 
prison hero and therefore it is quite possible to havo him called for 
cross examination, if the prosecution intends to do so, by tomorrow. This 
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is ay Document 105 and will become Exhibit 99. Finally, I offer ray 
Document 106 as Exhibit 100 and, at least in figures, ny document pre¬ 
sentation has been roundly concluded in that manner. 

Mr. Presidont, I intend to call the defendant Dr. Buorgin to the 
witness stand about two statcoents containod in Document Book 92 and 9U 
Rebuttal Document Books of the prosocution, and for this purpose I ask 
Your Honor*s permission. That would then completely corelude my case. . 

THE {RESIEENT: Are you ready to do that now? 

DR. SCHlBERTi Yos, . 

THE {RESIDENT: Thon the defendant Buorgin may tako the witness stand. 

In tho ooarwhilo, tho Tribunal will state for the rocord that it has 
rocoived in ovidenco, subject to objections of tho prosocution, Buorgin 
Exhibits 9L, 95, 96, 97 , 96 , 99 and 100. Frcn 91* to 100 inclusive, 
oxcopting Docuaont 101* which will be cwdttod. 

Now, perhaps, so that thoro may be no further confusion botwoon us, 
wo should ask the prosocution if it has closod its robuttal with rospoct 
to tho defondant Buorgin and any other defendants for when you aro roady 
to speak now boforo Dr. Buorgin is quostionod further? 

MR. SFRECHER: Mr. Prosidont, wj understood that at 1:30 this oftor- 
noon wo woro to make our last showing. 

THE {RESIDENT: I an asking you Just as to him now. 

MR. SIRECKER: And as I rocall it thoro is one document which con¬ 
tains a number of excorpts frea Bittcrfold docinonts which, I beliovo, 

would affect tho defendant Buorgin. 

0 

THE {RESIDENT: I wonder, Mr. Prosecutor, would you b- able to givo 
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Dr. Schubert a copy of that in tho r^antine and let Dr. Buorgin step 
aside until this afternoon so that ho and his counsel would know what 
it ia and wo will not havo to callhia back again? Would not that bo moro 
orderly and do you havo any objections to that, gontlooan? 

DR. SCHtBE'.T: No, I think that would bo tho only solution. 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, then Dr. Buorgin, you my return to your 
scat and wo will call you this afternoon aft-r yew and your counsol havo 
had an opportunity to familiarise yoursolf with the document to be offered 
by the prosocution. 

DR. BACHEUs (Dofonso Counsel for dofondant Ilgncr): Mr. Prosidont, 

I should liko to offor the last document books for Dr. Ilgnor that wo 
reserved the right to ofior whon wo prosontod previous document books. 

It's the supplomont book #11 which I bolievo is boforo your Honors in tho 
English. Document Book 11 has buen so arrangod by us that it has boon 
remarked in tho caso of oach document or group of documents for what docu¬ 
ment thoy aro meant to sorvo as a supploswntation to any former document 
books. 

The last oxhibit was 171. I new of for Docuajnt 171 as Exhibit 
172. Ilgnor Docusmnt 172 will boccoo Exhibit 173. Document 173 "ill bc- 
ccno Exhibit 17U. Docuajnt 17U "ill bocooo Exhibit 175. Document 175 
will become Exhibit 176. Document 176 will bo Exhibit 177. Document 
177 "ill boccrao Exhibit 178. Document 255 will bocooo Exhibit 179. 
Document 178 will become Exhibit 180. Docuaont 179 "ill become 
Exhibit 181. Dec unant 180 will boccoo Exhibit 182. Document 181 will 
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become Exhibit 183. Docaaent 182 will beccae Exhibit l81i» Document 
183 "111 become Exhibit 185* Document 256 will become Exhibit 166. In 
respect to this document, an affidavit of Mr. Baessler, I want to point 
out that wo included this affidavit on tho basis of Judge Morris' 
question to Dr. Ilgner in tho witnoss stand to tho effect "What Vorstand 
members of Farbon were still alive at the timo the indictment was lodgod 
and who were not included in tho indie toont?" I of for Document 16U as 
Exhibit 187. Document 185 becomes Exhibit 188. Docunont 186 becomes 

Exhibit 189. Document 187 bucaaos Exhibit 190. Document 188 becomes 

Exhibit 191. Document 189 becomes Exhibit 192. Document 190 bocomes 

Exhibit 193* Docuaont 191 boccex-s Exhibit 194 and Document 192 boconos 

Exhibit 195. This concludes the supplementary document book, I also 
have to offor thooo docuccnta about tho Norwegian problem undor Count 
II of tho indie toont. That is, Ilgnor Docunont Books 12A and 12B. 

MR. SFRECHER1 Mr. Prosidont, on thoso document wo'd liko to make 
one statement in advanco and probably savo some troublo with rcspoct 
to aoro particular objections as wu go along. In tho Docuncnt Books 
12 a and 12B and supplomont thoroto, Dr. Nath submitted a total of 
sixty-fivo dooisaonts. They include a nuabor of persons who aro omployod 
by or who ropresontod Farbon in negotiations concerning Norsk-Hydro, 
Including a further affidavit of tho dofondant Ilgner, who has already 
boon on tho stand. By testimony previously given and by this ovidenco, 
we felt that new ovidonce in tho strictest sense of tho word was given 
in connection with tho attitudo of tho French in connection with this 
negotiation. Now, for that roason, we askod you to recolvo in evidonco 
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Foarnley's affidavit, Prosecution Exhibit 2171, which Tcur Honors ro- 
jected. Mow, we are faced with the situation where there is still 
evidence nuch of the same type, which caaos free entirely the affiants 
on the German side of those negotiations and I mean numbers upon 
numbers of such affidavits and, under the circumstances, we think that 
it would be much preforable free the point of view of getting at the heart 
of this matter if this matter were pointed out, and wo also think that 
the statement made in the defonso books, that the defendants could not 
got material fran scoo of tho Frenchman involved, should be clarified. 
There are a niebor of these affidavits which contain hearsay upon hear¬ 
say and wo have been infomod that U. nibratto has indicated that ho, 
who was ono of tho most important French officials involvod, subscribos 
ontiroly to the statements mado in tho F.arnloy affidavit. Now, thoso 
two gontlocaon are the two principal Fr«nchnon c oncer nod and those docu¬ 
ments contain considerable tremendous amounts of hearsay concerning what 
these two gontlaman have said. 
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THE PRESIDENT: Mall, the Tribunal has received so much 
hearsay in this case that we think we know how to appraise 
hearsay, will take that into consideration in weighing the 
evidence, it is sufficient to say that the defendant Ilgner 
has not, up to this time, rested his caso. ’*horo is no 
way wo :now to impose any restrictions on his right to present 
corapctont tostlraony. If the Tribunal has rejected some docu¬ 
ment upon the theory that it was not proper rebuttal or for 
any other like reason pt the time it was offered, wid if oy 
reason of this ovidonco or any other evidence subsequently 
recelvod the prosecution thinks that it now has proper rebuttal 
or that the document offored should oo roconsldored from tho 
standpoint of its admissibility, then you may rooffor it, Mr. 
Prosecutor. Go ahead and mark your doouments, counsel. 

DR. BACKS!: In document Book 12a I offor Document 193 
ns Exhibit 196; Document 194, Exhibit 197; Document 195, Ex¬ 
hibit 198; Document 196, Exhibit 199; Document 197, Exhibit 
200; Document 198, Exhibit 201; Document 199, Exhibit 202, 
Document 200, Exhibit 203; Document 254, Exhibit ?04; Doouraont 
201, Exhibit 205; Doouraont 202, Exhibit 206; Document 203, 
Exhibit 207; Documont 204, Exhibit 208; Document 205, Exhibit 
209; Document ?52,» Exhibit 210; Document 253, Exhibit 211; 
Document 206, Exhibit 212; Document 207, Exhibit 213; Documch 
208, Exhibit 214; Document-209, Exhibit 215; Document 210, 
Exhibit 216; Document 211, Exhibit 217; Document 212, Exhibit 

218; Document 213, Exhibit 219; Document 214, Exhibit 220; 
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Document 215, Exhibit 221; Document 216, Exhibit 22; Document 
217, Exhibit 223; Document 218, Exhibit 224; document 219, 
Exhibit 225; Document 220, Exhibit 226; Document 221, Exhibit 
227; Documont 222, Exhibit 226; Document 223, Exhibit 229; 
Document 224, Exhibit 230; document 225, Exhibit 231; Documont 

A 

226, Exhibit 232; Document 227, Exhibit 233; document 228, 
Exhibit 234; Document 229, Exhibit 235; Document 230, Exhibit 
236, Document 231, Exhibit 237; document 232, Exhibits 238; 
Document 233, Exhibit 240; Document 235, Exhibit 241; Documont 
236, Exhibit 242; Document 238, Exhibit 243; Document 239, 
Exhibit 244; Document 240, Exhibit 245. 

This concludes this first book about Norway. I don't 
know if tho Tribunal already hna Document Book 12b before it. 
THE PRESIDENT: * Yes, wc hnvo It. 

DR. SACHEM: First I wont to say this in regard to 12b. 

For simplification and for Your Honors' facilities I have 
included oxcorpts from documents that hnvo nlrondy been offered 
in Book A. Thcso are no now documents and I won't glvo thorn 
nny n*w oxhl'olt numbers slnco wo hnvo no other copy for tho 
Secretary Ooneral. They aro only oxcorpts from those documonto 
produced in Book 12a. 

THE PRESIDENT: Does thrt ap ly, counsel, to all of tho 
documont8 In your Book 12? 

DR. SACHEM: *•'<>, M r. President, tho f 1-st document, 196, 

Is one of thorn. It's already before *our "onors ns Exhibit 
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199. The next document, 220, is also before lour Honors as 
Exhibit 226. "ocument 242 will become Exhibit 246; 243, 2/7; 
244, 240; 234, 259; 245, 250; 246, 251; 247, 252; 248, 253; 249; 
254; 250, 255. 

The next document listed in the index, Number 193, is again 
before Your Honors as Exhibit 196. 194 again is already offored 

as Exhibit 197, and 196 has boon offered as Exhibit 199. Doc¬ 
ument 251 will become Exhibit 256. Oster Document 1948, 

Exhibit 257. The following document, Oster 49 I -shall not 
offer. Tho next is Ilgnor Document 31 which has boon offorod 
as Identification Numoor 32. Hay I point out in that conn¬ 
ection that this is a certificate by Mr. Srikson, Oslo, dated 
12 **ovoraoor 1946, which was offered only for identification 
during tho main caco of Dr. Ilgnor oocauso it was lacking tho 
proper form. Aftor tho presentation of evidence wo triod to 
get tho certificate from Hr. Erikson, and wo wero informed 
at the time that Mr. Erlksen was not avallaolo slnco ho was on 
his way to tho United States, Thon, by accident, wo learned 
where Mr. Srikson wa staying in tho United States, and wo 
got in touch with him again by cable, '^hen wn were informed 
that n r. Srikson was already on his w»y back to Sweden — to 
°slo — and again we couldn't got in touch with him. Therefore 
I am now asking you wh'th;r it isn't possible, in view of 

those circumstances, to offer this document into evidence 

% 

proper as Exhibit Humber 32. 
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THE P/.SSIDSNT: It will be tentatively received in ovldonco 
subject, however, to the objection of the prosecution, if 
any, and if there Is such objection we will then pass on it. 

I may say that you make a pretty good showing of diligence, 

counsel, at least. You may continue. 

\ • 

DR. 3ACHEH; I then offer my naxt document, Number 257, 
Exhibit 258. I'he last document In this book, Number 258, 
will become Exhibit 259. 

Mr. President, there Is still before Your Honors a 
supplement to Document Hooks 12a and 12b. This Is ono documont, 
an affidavit of the bank director Wallon'oorg, from Stockholm. 
This Is Ilgncr Document Number 259. I should like to offer 
It ns I lgnor Exhibit 260. This concludes presentation of all 
those documents thit havo been mimeographed and translated 
up to now. Mr. President, I havo a fow more documents that 
I would liko to offor to the Tribunal, although they rro not 
yet translated. Your Honors will rQcall what difficulties 
we encountorod to got documents from Norway. **ith tho kind 
assistance of Hr. *resident we wroto to tho Norsk-Hydro 
‘•nterprlBO and asked them to raako available to us oxcorpts 
from their fllos. When we recolvod no roply, we thon, on 
v9 April 1948, sent a telegram to tho Norsk-Hydro in Oslo and 
asked them to give us certain information about some questions 
from their files In their office. Wo asked that this informa- 
tlon be sont oy telegraph to Hajor Schaefer, and that It should 
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t fj 

be 8u'ose4ucr)tly sent in a sworn affidavit. We now have the 
telegraphic reply that Major Schaefer received, but wo do 
not have the written sworn affidavit of the flra of Norsk- 
Hydro. Smce the contents of tho telegram, however, are of 
extreme importance for the question under discussion here, I 
should like to offer this oxchange of telegrams to Your Honors, 
and I ask you to accept it ns an exception in view of the 
clrcumstnncos I have Just described. I offer these telogrnms 
betwoon tho defense and the firm of i«orsk- n ydro, as Ilgnor 
Document 262 and Ilgncr Exhibit 261. 
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THE PRESIDENT; Let*s verify, counsel, your dofllghJitjloh 
of this docuierit. You mean it bears Document Number 262 
and Exhibit Number 261, Is that correct? 

DR, "ACHEi; Y 0 s, Your Honors. Then Your Honors, wo 
have one noro document which unfortunately Is not in tho 
proscribed form. It is a•1 ttor of the "Deutsche Vcrrochnun- 
gskA88o“ to w3r. Nath. Tho "Deutsche Verrechnungsknsso" 
stated in reply to our inquiry they would only swear out an 
affidavit If ail official allied agency demanded that they 
make such «:a affidavit. You, Mr. President, were kind onough 
to glvo us a lottor that wo sent to tho "Doutsche Vcrroch- 
nungakaeoa", but unfortunately wo have not yot recoivod a 
roply, although that letter **as sent out by air mall through 
Major Sc.hr.ofor to Berlin. * tologrnphlc Inquiry that we sont 
at tho ond of last wook was again not answered. In view of 
those circumstances, I ask your Honors, thoreforo, to accept 
tho letter of tho Vorrochnungskaseo to Dr. Nath which Is 
not sworn to, Into evidenoo. It carries Ilgnor Docum*nt 
"umbor 264 and will oocorao Ilgnor Exhibit 262. 

I havo throe more documents, Your Honors, that wo found 

la “ocument Room 316. T^o first Is a letter of Faroon, 

* # 

fcorlln, A-tod 6 May 1941 to tho No sk-Hydro in Oslo, with 
a letter of 26 April 1941 from tho gentlemen Moreau and 
■flbratto of the Banquo do Paris of the Motherlands, to Mr- 
Ilgnor. In this letter the French raeaoers of tho Styre of 
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Norsk-Hydro give their approval to the prrticlpation of- 
Norsk-Hydro in the Nordisk LettootAll. This document, which 
veers Prosecution Document Number NI 13194 Is to receive 
Ilgner Document Number 260 and Ilgner Exhibit Number 263. Tq 
also hove a lotter of Mr. Erlksen, the director gonoral of 
the Norsk-Hydro in Oslo, to Dr. Kc sten of the Berlin: office 
N’f-7 of 3 April 1941. This lotter is Prosecution's Document 
Number NI 13207. It will receive Ilgner Document Number 261 
and Ilgner Exhibit "umber 264. I am Just being told thnt 
when I offored the previous document — thnt is Ilgner Exhibit 
263 — it wrs translated that it wns a letter of tho Bantjuo 
do Parle to Hr. Ilgner, but it was a letter of tho Banquo 
do Paris to Mr. Wallenberg not to Mr. Ilgner. 

Tho last document which again cones from tho document 
room is a lottor of Dr. Auoort in Oslo, to Oohelmrat Schnltz, 
dated 12 Hoy 1941. r his Is Prosecution Document 13204. It 
Is to occorao Ilgnor Document 263 and Ilgner Exhibit Number 
265. Your Honors, this concludes the presentation of documents 
for Dr. Ilgnor completely. 

THE PRESIDENT; Thank you, counsel. Now, tho Tribunal 
now receives In evidence in addition to the documents which 
have heretofore boon processed and distributed, Ilgner 
Exhibit 261 to 265, inclusive, subject to tho objections of 
the prosooutlon and closes the evidence as to the defendant 
Ilgner. 
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Dr. Hoffmann. 

DR. HOFFMANN; (For von dor Heyde); Mr. ^resident, for 
the defendant von der Hcydo I am going to offer one documont 
book. The first doouraent in this book la von der Hoyde 
Number 3. 

THE PRESIDENT; Dr. Hoffmann, -pb It your understanding 
that book had been distributed to ue? 

DR. HOFFMANN; No, I don't believe It has been,distributed 
**s yet. 

THE P'ESIDSNT; What designation will the book boar? 

• • 

DR. HOFFMANN; It's only going to oo called Document Book 
von dor Koyrto because thoro is only one.. It contalno alto¬ 
gether six documents. The first document la von dor Hoydo Num- 
00r 3 and It will be assigned Exhibit uunoor 3. In that connect¬ 
ion I remark that I did offer two documents during von dor 
Heydo's examination — a newspapor and a onlondnr but both 
of them only for identification. Von dor Hoydo Document 
*’uraoor 3, which I havo now offored is Exhibit «unbor 3, an 
affidavit of a certain Dr. Rudolf Fahr. It deals with tho 
membership of Dr. von dor Hoydo In tho Roltor-SS. I g.-vo 
tr.ls affidavit to *»r. Sprochor of tho prosecution at tho tine 
and stated to him that Mr. Fahr, the affiant, was prisont 
here, and reedy to undergo crose-exanlnat on. Mr. Sprochor 
looked through tho document, talked it over with his exports, 
and told mo that ho did not doelre to crose-examino th-t affiant. 
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May I quote briefly from this docunent; *Dr. Fahr — 

THE PRESIDENT; You're transgressing the rule a bit by 
quoting from these documents, Dr. Hoffmann. We don't want 
to be harsh with you out we Indicate- that we would permit 
you to give them numoerB and introduce them in evidanco 
subject to objection. If you think It's highly important and 
you havo boon taken by surprise — It's almost lunchtlrao — 

If you can adjust yourself to tho now rule over the lunoh 
hour wo will permit you to tell us what this document is. 

DR. OFFMANN; Mr. ^resident, I Just ascertained from 
my colleague what you said beenuso you wore speaking In a 
low voice and I didn't undorstand you so very woll. But I would 
have only raado a brief rofcronco to this document oocauso 
Mr. Sprochor walvod cross-oxanlnnt‘on and oocauso I call this 
Document quite a hit; it's very Important for ny caso. 

THE PRESIDENT; (Jo ahord and say what you havo to say, 
Doctor. 

DR. HOFFMANN; This Dr. Fahr, ns I said, was In closo 
connoctlon with my client in tho years 1936 and 1939. Ho 
was a morabor of tho cavalry of tho 3$ and what ho also 
says 16 disadvantageous to von dor Heydo and I quote; "I 
know that Mr. von dor Hoydo gavo to sorao agoncy of the SD 
economic information. ■ But fovora'olo for von dor H 0 ydo 
he says for tho y ars 1936 and 1939; "I know that Mr. von 
dor Hoydo, Just as I, ~pb a raomoor of the SS Cavalry, the 
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Reiter SS," and he rlso gives a reason In thl6 affidavit 
for the time 1936 to 1S39. "I remember with certainty 
thet Mr. von der Keydo was only wearing the uniform of the 
SS Cavalry with the Insignia of the cross flags on his lower 
arm. If he had been a regular member of the SD then Instead 
of the crossed flags he would have worn the insignia of the 
SD— the insignia called SD..■ 
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• •« 

0 

DR. HOFFHANK (Counsel for dofendant von dcr K cyde): llr. President, 
to the othor documents I merely want to assign numbers. That is von dor 
Hoyde Number 4. This will become Exhibit 4. This is an affidavit of tho 
former personnel chief in tho operational main office of tho SD, Hans 
Juettner. 

On the witness stand in reply to the Prosecution's question Hr. von 

• 0 

dor Heyde said in answer to the quostion, "l/ho promo tod hin,“ that as far 
ns ho remembered those promotions wore given him by the personnel offico 
in tho SS Main Offico. Juctncr says that such a promotion actually would 
6* by way of that agency if arybody in tho SS Cacalry was promoted. 

Then tho next cfacuucnt is von dcr Heydo Document J o. 5 which will 
bccomo von dor Heydo Exhibit 5. This is an affidavit of the foroor chiof 

• 

of tho Rr.co and Settlement l»oin Offico about tho so-called marriogo ap¬ 
proval. This nan states that it was actually true tliat if anybody was a 
ncabor of tho 3S Cavalry ono was not peraittod to marry without getting 
Himilor's poraission and, oven more than that, tho officials of tho Roich 
Administration Offico wore not permitted to conclude a marriage without 
previous approval of Hicmlor. 

0 

Tho last docutvnt is von dor Heydo Document Ho. 6, Exhibit Ho. 6. Tills 

is an excerpt of the Judgment in tho case of the United States of America 

against Oswald Pohl about Rudolf Schoidc. I offor it in support of my 

notion of which your Honors have taken Judicial notico and about which your 

Honors hade decided that they would rulo on that motion togwthor with tho 

Judgment. 
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Mr. President, this concludes the presentation of documents for Von 
dor ^cydo but before I conclude the ease for von dcr Heyde I should like 
to have the defendant von dcr Hoyde called to tho witness stand for ap¬ 
proximately fiva minutes in regard to the two documents: I FI-6712-C and 
• 0 

HI-6732-0, Exhibits 2234, and 2235. 

TOE PHESIEEWT: Before you do that, let's ascertain from Ur. Sprochor 
if we can whether or not ho has any further rebuttal cvidcnco applicable 
to tho defendant von dcr Heyde ao we don't havo to have him called twico 
to tho stand. 

UR. SPRKHER: I can think of no documents that especially involves 
him, Ur. President. 

TOE PR ESI HOT: Very woll. Can you concludo that by tuelvo-fiftoon? 

DR. HOFFHANN:jCortftinly. 

THE PHESIDEOT: Defendant von dcr H oydo will take tho witness stnrd. 

In the moonwhilo tho Tribunal will say it has rocoivod in ovidonco von 

0 0 

dor Hoydo Documents 3, 4, 5 and 6 which havo not boon proccdsod and that 

• 0 

they aro, however, subject to objection by tho Prosecution. • 

# • 

(Erich von dgr Heydo, defendant, took tho stand and testified ns fol¬ 
lows:) 

ERICH von dor HEYDS 
REDIRECT EXAIIMATION 

BY ER. KFFUMM: 

0 

Q.- Hr, von dcr Hoydo, you have already been on tho xdtnoss stand and 

s 

havo been swm in. 



A.- Yos. 
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DR: HOFFHAMK: ucy I ask your Honors rticthor I can now cxminc the wit¬ 
ness with roforcnco to the previously given 06 th? 

THE PRESIDENT: Tes, cortainly; it is not necessary undor tho practice 
that we indulge to siioar a wiV*css who is recalled to tho stand. He is 
sworn for all purposes. 

C\.- Ur. von dcr ,: cydo, do you have tho two documents contained in 
rebuttal book 94 as Exhibit 2234 and 2235? 

A.- Tes. 

. - / 

Q.- Plcaso, Hr. von dor Heyde, indicate very briefly how these docu¬ 
ments integrate thcmsolvos as far as time is concomod into tho cross cxnmin 

9 0 

ction docuacnt presented by tho Prosecution — no, no, into tho document 
submittod in a document book which also deals with this o.ucstion of norringo 
approval* 

A.- Document 1598, Exhibit 1598, from book 91 end tho two rebuttal 

documents 2234 end 2235 from book 94 all deal with tho samo ovont and thoy 

cro pert of tho seme correspondence. Documont 2234 procodod Document 1598 

% 

which wes prosentod in tho Prosecution's ccso in chief. Documont and Exhi¬ 
bit 2235 was the final lottcr in that correspondence. 

0.- Ur. von dcr Hoyde, what is concerned in tho ccso of all of thoso 
documents? 

A.- Tho procuretwnt of approval for marriage in 1939, tho ppprovnl by 
tho SS. 

O.- 'fhy did you have to obtain such approval? Explain this ovont very 
briefly. 
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A.- ‘hen In the spring of 1939 I inquired with the competent regis¬ 
tration authorities what documents wore necessary in order to obtain tho 
warriagu cortificato tho official in tho Regional Administration °fficc 
asked no whrthor I ms a roserve officer and ho also asked no whether I 
was a momber of any organization of tho Party. **hcn 1 a raw red the first 

question in the affirmative and when I said in answr to tho second ques- 

• • 

tion that I was a aoobor of tho SS, ho pointed out to no that for Oarrlsgo, 

# 

it was indisponsablo to receive fron both agencies — that is, tho *®chr- 
nacht on tho one hand becauso I was an officor of tho Reserve and on tho 
othor hand from tho SS porrdfcsion to narry. 

0 

Q.- lir. von dcr Hoydo, do you still reoenfeer whether the officials 
in tho Regional Administration Office, eftor he had givon you this infonn- 
ntion, made a noto to tho effect that you had to comply trith both of thoso 
roquircoonts? 

A.- Yes, tho official in tho Regional Adadnistration Office raado c.. 
noto in tho documents about this roquirooont. 

O.- If you had then not procured this peraission you muld novor have 
bcon penaittod to narry. Is that right? 

A.- *os, that is right. 

0 • 

Q.- llr. von dor Heydo, for tho expedition of this interrogation, 1 
wrnt to state first that Exhibit 6712 and ^chibit 2234 show that you ro- 

qusstod printed fores on tho 6th of Lay 1939, Is thar right? 

0 • 

A.- Yus, that is correct. 

0.- That is printed form applying for such a permission to narry? 
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A.- *03, that is right. 

Q.- Y ou filed these printed foms end that is the document which is 

contain ad in tho mein book against you. *s that right? 

# 

A.- Yes, upon my request on tho 6th of Jiy 1939 I was sent tho quest¬ 
ionnaire which has been presented as Exhibit 1598. I fillod it in and I 
handed it in at tho tino. 

0.- **r. von dcr cydc, you mnted to marry. Is it correct that I as¬ 
sume that you wore interested in marrying very quickly? 

A.- Of course, I had the desire to get through tho formalities as 
quickly as possible. 

# • 

0.- To tho best of your recollection, now, if you applied for tho 

0 

printed forms on tho 6th of loy when did you then make tto formal notion, 
do you think? 

* 

A.- I maintain my stabemont made semetine ago that, to tho boat of ny 

rccolloction, I filled in this questionnaire around the middle of 1939. 

• • 

Q.- Tho last Document 6712, Exhibit 2235, tho result of your ap¬ 
plication that you nrdc in tho middle of 1939. x s that oorroct? 

0 4 

A.- Y cs, Exhibit 2235 is tho permission which was grantod in Octobor. 

# • 0 

Q.- Vory briefly, in conclusion, Kr. von dor H cy do, what can you stnto 
that is noticablo from Document 2235 which you have before you? Have you 
any remarks to moke in that correction? 

A.- Hay I also include in ay remarks Docuxnt 2234 ? 

Q.- Please do so? 

A.- In Exhibit 2234 it seems noticablo to me that in tho second lino 

14099 


I 

ft 

10 liay-M-FL-13-6-Pr imcau (Inti Katz) 

Court No. in, C asc X 

in answer to the question about the SS unit that is asked for in this 
# 

printed form, I indicated that tho llain office was the agency for which 
I was active at tta tii» but to which I did not belong and that 1 express¬ 
ly again added that I was an honorary collaborator although thorc vc3 

• 

no provision in the printed fora for such inforantion. Thorc was no column 

# 

in which this could be added in tho printed form. I, under paragraph 2 

0 

in this questionnaire, was asked for ay superiors. I indicated at tho 

• • • 

time Standartcnfuchror Six, because, I pointed out, I made,tho acquaint¬ 
ance of Standartcnfuchror Six only horo in Numberg where I saw him for 
tho first time. 

0.- lir. von dor Hoyde, since I originally stetod that our examination 
would bo concluded by a quarter past twelve end ainco I know from previous 
conversation with you that o number of formalities arc contained in thoso 
two documents which speak against you, which contradict your momborship, 1 
want to ask you in conclusion; do-you still maintain that you were novor 
a ncobor of tho SD? 

A.- Yes; and how looso aid vague this connection was can bo soon from 
Exhibit 2235, on tho one hand, bocauso tho rccoipt of the 18th of °ctobcr 

• ft 

was signed by mo as Untcrsturafuchror although, according to the filos, I 

had bccomo Obcrstunnfuchrcr on tho 10th of October — tho end of Soptcfibor. 

Tint shows that on tho 18th of °ctobcr I had no knowledge of this jremotion 

yet; ard in conclusion I,want to point out that this approval vas not sent 

to tho SD Main Office — that is on pago U of the original of the docunent — 
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but it was sent to ty private office in Berlin, Ctarlottcnburg. 

DR. HOFFICUM: ilr. p roaidont, I ask your forgivcncaa for thia dolay. 
THE PRESIDENT: Vory well. 

• 0 

DR. HOFFiiANN: Thia concludca, finally, lir. von dor h oydc'a caac. 

RECROSS EXAIOHATIOH 

BY !3t. SFRECHEEt: 

Q # - Witness, in any of the correspondence which you have just gone 

through idth your dofonao — ho haa mentioned tho document number — did 

you at any point obaorvo any roforcnco to any membership by you in tho 
• • • 

Rcitor-SS, oithcr in your own handwriting, in tho handwriting, or in the 
handwriting of any of the persona in between? 

A.- I no roly found tho reference that I was a rncrabor of tho Gonoral 
SS, tho Allganoino-SS. 

V£R. SPRECHER: I have no furthor questions. 

THE PRESIDED: Contlaaon, wo aro about to rocosa. lay I ary that bo- 
cauao wo do not havo tho witnesses about which I spoke thia morning wo 
should liko to go ahead this afternoon with calling individual defendants 
and having thoir docuonts prosentod including thoao which havo not yot 
boon processed and if there is any necessity for calling them for any 

0 # 

omit tod quoationa that that follow; and I wish that, lir. 'rosocutor, you 
rould bo cblo to adviao us with roforcnco to your plans on rebuttal docu¬ 
ments at the first of this afternoon's session so wo will know whether it 
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vri.ll be necessary to postpone the presentation on behalf of njiy of the 
defendants. 

The Tribunal vrill nob recess until ono-thirty. 

(Tho Tribunal adjoumod until 1330 hours 10 Key 1943.) 
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4FTSIN00N SESSION 

» 

(The Tribunal roconvcned at 1330 hours 10 Uay 1946) 

THE M.‘JUN.'.L: Tho Tribunal ia again in session. 

TOE PttflilENT: Before you start, Ur. Sprochor, in tho documents 
that were placed on tho bonch this corning thora was Document NI-15135, 
interrogation of Holmith Schnoidor. Did you intond to offer that in evi¬ 
dence or did you offer it? 

UR. SPRECHER: Ur. President, that had been marked fop idontiflca- 
tion subject to offering when it was processed. *.t tho time the witness 
Holmuth Schnoidor was on the witness stand I meroly wanted you to havo a 
copy. 

THE PRESIDENT: Do you reosabor tho exhibit nuabor? 

UR. SPRECHER: I can give it to you in Just a second. 

THE PRESIDENT: I wish you would. 

UR. SPRECHER: Is that NI-15135? 

THE PRESIDENT: That is correct. 

UR. SPRECHER: That is Prosecution Exhibit 2131 which was usod bo- 
fore tho Tribunal on tho 14th of .’.pril 1948, 

Ur. Prosidont, in prosonting our concluding documents, I would liko 
first to rofor to three docuoonta of which your Honors are awaro beenuao 
of a stipulation between Ur, Uinakoff end Dr. Pribills. In view of tho 
difficulties that aroao with rospoct to our cross examining Dr. Wobor, 

W e b o r, it was agreed that tho prosecution might introduce throo doc¬ 
uments. Not ell of those aro coaplotoly processed tut thoy will bo by 
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the next session and I think we can offer then pursuant to your agreement 
before. 

NI-15294 will become PE-2258 and M-13589 will become Prosecution 
Exhibit 2259. That was a letter from tho dofense affiant Bieling to Dr. 
Wober; and NI-892Z. will becooe PE-2260. This is another letter from 
Bieling to Dr. ttebor. I bog your pardon — NI-13589, Prosocution Exhib¬ 
it 2259, is a teletype from the Berlin Branch of Bayor to Dr. Urugowsky, 
no, to Dr. Doeanitz concerning an ordor by Urugowsky, and I properly in¬ 
dicated the nature of Prosecution Exhibit 2260, NI-9824. Those three are 
coverod by that stipulation. 

Now, thero aro two documents which Ur. Minskoff h»d Intended to uso 
during cross examination of Dr. Santo, ono of the Auschwitz Dofenso af¬ 
fiants, and also a document which was intended to bo usod during tho cross 
examination of the chiof food roprosontativo of Auschwitz who is also a 
dofense affiant on Auschwitz. Wo thought wo should mark thoso hero at 
this time so that you would know about thoso documents. Wo also think 
that they would bo proper robuttal, 

NI-15258 will become Prosocution Exhibit 2261, This is a lottor 
from Faust to Santo reporting on a visit to tho Auschwitz site and tho 
date of the lotter is 25 January 1961* 

The next document is Prosecution Exhibit 2262; that is, NI-15299. 

This is a certificate by Dr. Ungar, one of our analysts, concerning hos¬ 
pital death records of I. G. Auschwitz. The contents of these hospital 
death records are found in NI-15295 and K1-1Z.997, which are available to 
the defense* Tho certificate of Dr. Ungar merely indicates tho number 
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of deaths from hunger, ©dere and so on in connection with the statements 
of a number of dofonse affiants and similar things like that with ros- 
pect to the nature and cause of the deaths of people who died in I. G. 
Auschwits. 

The last document we wish to offer is one which is before your Hon¬ 
ors; that is, NI-15264, which will become Prosecution Exhibit 2263. This 
is given over ontirely to list tbu extracts from a number of contempor¬ 
aneous documents concerning a number of Ferbcn plants and it haa to do 

• • 

with the issues in this case concerning tho matter of slave labor which 
arrives out of tho contention that Farbon did" not in any way affect tho 
type of laborers it got at a number of plants, tho claim that no child 
foreign labor was employod at certain of the plants, and tho important 
question with respect to initiative taken in reporting the "unfroo" work¬ 
ers who had fled to the Gestapo. 

Now, extracts of a series of somo thirteen letters on that point — 
and one of than is quoted. The fact that tho othor thirtoon aro on the 
same type of form rnd on the same substance is statod. All those docu¬ 
ments, of course, which are oxcorptcd hero aro availrblo in Mr. van 
Street's office. 

Now, there has been in Paragraph 6 of tho affidavit a mistranslation 
by Dr. Hauptmann who makes this affidavit and, rather than try to corroct 
that, we will Just ask your Honors to striko it. If the defenso wants it 
corrected for their purposes, that is another matter. Wo just ask you 
to strike — 

THE PRESIDENT: That is literary paragraph 6, page 2 of your £<hibit 
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2263? 

UR. S’RECKBR: Yes, In view of the lerge number of contemporary doc¬ 
uments covored by this concerning a number of nattors we fell havo boon 
put in ovidonco and concerning which I certainly fool considerable now 
evidence has been given, we urgo the acceptance of this document; and with 
that. Your honors, wo conclude the offer of all rebuttal material on bo- 
half of the prosecution. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. 

DR. N.JHi (Counsel for defendant Kuehnc): Ur. President, with res¬ 
pect to the docuacnt just offerod by Ur. Sprccher, NI-15264, I should liko 
to objoct. 

THE PRESIDENT: You mean, do you not, 15263? 

DR. N..TH. The Docuoont 15264. 

THE PRESIDENT: That is right; you aro corroct. 

DR. N.'.TH: I should like to objoct with rospoct to the work of child¬ 
ren which Ur. Sprechor nentionod. This is apgo 6 of the original undor 
numbor fiftoon—thorc a figuros is givon about tho numbor of childron om- 
ployod at Lovorkuson. Tho dato indicates that all of this was aftor my 
client loft on the 31at of July 1943. 
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Those era documents that have nothing to do with ay client, thoro- 
fore, because ho was no longer in chargo of the plant at that tino. In 
Book 70 the Prosecution did not introduce the docuaonts about alleged 
employment of children; those documents in Book 70 were not submitted to 
the Tribunal. I assume thet that was for the aaos roason, because they 
can have nothing to do with my client. Dr. Kuehnc, becauso he had loft 
on the 31st of July. 

MR. SPRECHER: Wo aubait this in aheor arguacntation,.Mr. Proaidont. 
I haven't heard it yet stated in thia case that Dr. Kuohne severed hia 
connections with F»rbcn morcly becauso he atoppod acting aa Betrleba- 
fuehrer in Levorkuaen in tho lettor part of 19J.3, and tho value of theao 
documents with respect to slave labor is a. general aattor and all of tho 
testimony that has caao in concerning that point is on iaauo. 

DR. N.'.TH (Counsel for dofondant Kuohno): Mr. President, I had as¬ 
sumed hitherto that this fact was-known to Ur. Sprechor from his own 
records. Dr. Kuohno was at Levcrkuson only until the 31st of July. 
Therefore, I object, becauso those docuaonts cited hero cannot affoct 
him at all and are completely irrelovrQt. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thoy may be rolovant, Dr. Nath, for some other pur- 
pose or some othor defendants oven on your theory, and for that reason 
tho Tribunal wuld net bo warranted in striking tho document out, or tho 
part of the document out, that you refer to. However, we shall take in¬ 
to consideration that which appears on the face of tho document in apply¬ 
ing it to the charges contained in the indictment. 

DR. SCHUBERT (Counsol for defendant Buergin): Ur. President, this 
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document NI-1526A, Exhibit 263 for the Prosecution Affects quite a num¬ 
ber of defendants, Uy client, Buergir., is affoctcd by this document 
under paragraph 10 and paragraph 13, as far a a I can soe At the momont. 
This document is offerod as a surprise to us, although the Prosecution 

has had theso records for some time. I should like to suggest tho fol- 

i. ' y 

lowing procedure in dealing with it. 

When tho. oarlier document book* wero introduced, tho Tribunal de¬ 
manded objections in writing, and I bellove it would bo the most oxpe- 
diont courso in this caao tool If I, and porhaos ay othor colleagues, 
for whoa I cannot speak now, wore to hand in our objections in writing 
oven still today so that wo could have e decision tosorrow corning to 
what extent this document is admissible or not. For ay caao, for instanco, 
this is necessary to determine whether I aa going to call ay client to 
tho witnoss stand again; also whothor I r a to offer anothor document in 
addition to those ihich I introduced today. Sinco this document refers 
to one of the points in this doaiacnt hore, I ask for tho right to intro- 
duco this docuoont tomorrow. 

THE PRESIDENT! Do you wish to aperk on tho amo subject. Dr. von 
Uotzlor? 

DR. VON METZLER: Yes, Ur. Prosidont, I concur with ay colloAguo. 

THE PRESIDENT: Then it would be vory satisfactory to tho Tribunal 
if tounsol who are intorostod in objocting to this docuoont will Join 
in Joint motion diroctod to its admissibility. Tho Tribunal would bo 
happy to consider it in thftt manner. 
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DR. SCHUEERT: Mr. President, is it possible for us to have a ruling 
tomorrow so that we will bo able to decide whet furthor evidence we have 
to introduce? 

THE PRESIDENT: That is a bit herd to say, when wo don't know what 
is going to bo in the action, but we will do our very bost to give you 
e ruling in the Doming. That duponds n good deal on what you say about 
it and when you say it. 

DR. SCHUBERT: Than I should liko to ask, Mr. President, that in 
tho event this document is acceptod, inasauch as it affects my client, 
that I be allowed to introduce ono aoro docuoont tomorrow. I already 
have this document, by way of precaution. 

MR. SPRECHER: Mr. President, wo certainly hevo no objoction to 
that. We ooroly want to point out that as far as surprise is concomed 
tho real surpriso in this runs in our direction bocauso of all tho af¬ 
fidavits that have been put in — 

THE PRESIDENT: May I say, finally—and I hope this is final—thet 
this tribunal is looking forward with groat anticipation to tho argu¬ 
ments of counsol because you have always appeared so very anxious to got 
startod on arguments. Now, lot us Just postpono that until Juno 2d, end 
I am sure the arguments aro going to bo good because too auch wo have 
had arguaentative observations horo. Cf courso, »o cannot tell whothor 
or not there is anything in the document that would cntitlo you to moot 
it until we know what is in tho document and know what you have to say 
about it. If it is proper in our Judgment thet you should have an op¬ 
portunity of offering a document in answer to it, wo will afford'you that 
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• 

privilege. Get your notion to us, if you can, Just as promptly as pos¬ 
sible and wo will undertake to pass on it at the very first opportunity. 

DR. SCHUBERT: Ur. President, 1 could offer this document today. I 
have it here. Of course it would be pointless if this question is de¬ 
cided in favor of ny client, 

THE PRESIDENT: Ho would prefer not to burden tho record with any 
documents until tho admissibility of it at least appears apparent* And 
if it is proper and reasonably nccossary, we will give you that privi¬ 
lege tomorrow. 

DR.VON UET3£R: Ur. President, I wculd reserve, with Your Honors' 
permission, tho right to call the defondant to the stand maybe tomorrow, 
if Your Honors should admit this document in ovidonco. Uay I assume 
that then I am ontitlod to call tho defondant Gajowskl to tho stand al¬ 
though this is tho final roll call? 

THE PRESIDENT: If there is anything that atould proporly be an¬ 
swered in this document, wo would not close tho door on you, but wo will 
make no promise until wo know what is in the document and your statement 
of what you expoct to show by Dr. Gajorski* 

DR. VON UETa£R: Axch obliged. 

THE PRESIDENT: are roady now to cross-examine this Prosecution 
withoss. Dr. Siooors? 

DR. SIEUERS: Yes. 

THE PRESIDENT: Is he hero? 

UR. SPRSCKER: Ur. President, I thought this might take longor, and 
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he is busy working on tho stipulation that you roquostod. I can h*ve 
him here in three minutes. 

0 9 

THE PRESIDENT: Got him up hero as soon as possible. 

*'*ny other counsol have about ono additional document that they want 
to introduce at this time? 

DR. SH24ERS: Mr. President, then I nay take advantage of this short 
interval to say the following. In py presentation of ovidence for tho 
events in the year 1%5 I should like to exanino the witnoss Haefligor 
briefly. Haofliger is in tho hospital rt tho ooaent, but^ he could corao 
to be examined. I beliovo I need instructions fron tho Tribunal to havo 
Hr. Haefligor brought to the courtrooa to attend tho sossion. Dr. von 
Uotzler has glvon his approval. 

THE PRESIDENT: Vory well. Tho Marshal socoa to bo absont for tho 
comint, but when ho coecs in wo will direct him to mako tho nocossary ar- 
rangenonts to havo the dofondent Haefligor brought to court tomorrow. 

DR. SOMERS: Thank you. * 
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DR. FLASEKSNU1 (Counsel for defendant Buetefisch): Ur. President, nay 
I row offer the last documents for cy client. On the third of I'ay I handed 
them in for processing. I don't know whether the Court has the English 
translation yet or not. These docirjents are in Supple:.*!nt 'ook 3 for the 
defendant Buetefisch. Do you have it? 

THE PRESIDENT: Tie have that book. 

0 

DR. FIAECHSHET: Then I nay offer the first (tocunent, Buetefiaoh 344 
cs Exhibit 274. I offer this in correction with Document. HI-14304, Exhibit 

1977, offered by tire Prosecution durii^ cross-examination. 

0 0 0 

The next two documents, Buetefisch. 350, Exhibit Ho. 275* and Buete- 

# # 

fisch 348, Exhibit 276, are offered especially in connection with tho ge¬ 
neral presentation of the Prosecution in cross-examination, but specifical¬ 
ly in cohnection with the attitude taken by the Prosecution durir^ cross 
examination of the Defense witness Hartmann with respect to Document 228 
uhich was an affidavit of Dr. Hartmann's. 

0 0 

Tho next document, Buetefisch 346, will be Exhibit Ho. 277. 

• 0 

The next document, 349, will be Exhibit No. 273. It is offerod in 
connection with Prosecution Exhibit 1983, NI-14579, offered during cross 
examination. 

0 m a 0 

The next document, Buetefisch 338, which will be JiAibit No. 279, 

please note that I am offering this in connection with Prosecution Document 
0 

HI-14579, Exhibit 1933 offered during the cross-examination of the defendant 
Buetefisch by tho Prosecution. 

0 

The following docuaent is Buetefisch 325, an affidavit of Dr. ^Tinkler. 
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0 

It will be Exhibit 280. I offer it in connection with Document 1981, Docli- 
aent JfI-14576 offered by the Prosecution in cross-examination. 

0 

The following affidavit of Blessing, Buetefisch/Docuaent 337, is of- 

0 

fered as Exhibit 2d, to refute the Prosecution document NI-14576, Exhibit 
1981. 

# 0 

The following document is an affidavit of Herriger, Document 354, as 
Exhibit 282. It refers to the Prosecution Bchibit 19C1. 

The next is Buetefisch Document 347, an affidavit of Hartmann refer¬ 
ring to a Prosecution Exhibit I960, which the Prosecution put to the de¬ 
fendant Buetefisch during cross-examination. I offer this document as Ex¬ 
hibit 283. 

The next document ia Buetefisch 342, an affidavit of Dr. Reinhold 
Goldberg. It will be Bchibit 284. Please note that this exhibit Is offered 
in connection with Prosecution Cbcument 14497, Exhibit 1900. 

* • 0 

The affidavit of Ulrich Happe, Buetefisch Docueont 340, Exhibit 285, 
refers to the same Prosocutlon document. Again it refers to the dismsntling 
of the SluiskU Tforics. 

The next document is an affidavit of Conaen, Buetefisch documont 353. 

I offer it as Bchibit 286. It refers to the questions put to the defendant 
in cross-examination under Count II. 

0 

The next document is Buetefisch 352, and I offer it as Exhibit 287. 

I may ask that you note that I am offering it particularly with reference 

0 • 

to Prosecution Document 14577, Exhibit 1982. 

The next document is Buetefisch Document 341, aniaffidavit of Pott, 
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which will be Exhibit 283. Thin docuaent, too, refers to the questions put 
to the defendant during cross-examination by the Prosecution with respect 
to coal. 

• # 

The next dociuent is 326, and will be Exhibit 2C9, an affidavit of 
Baron von Schroader. I offer this docuaent with reference to the cross 
examination by the Prosecution regarding the Circle of Friends. 

0 • / 

The following document, Buetefisch 339, Exhibit 290, refers to the 

• 4 * 

same subject, and especially to Prosecution Document *{1^519, Exhibit 1975. 

The next document is Buetefisch Document 31*5, \*ich I offer as Exhi¬ 
bit No. 292. It is a record of an interrogation of Dr. Buetefisch by tho 

Prosecution on the 16th of April, 1947. I am offering this with reference 

0 

to Prosecution Exhibit 1976, NI-6233. *t is an affidavit which tho Prose¬ 
cution allegedly extracted from this interrogation. 

4 

I also offer Buetefisch Document 355 as Exhibit 293, an affidavit of 
Buetefisch's cosoenting on this record of 16 April 1947 and the affidavit 
of the same day which was prepared by the Prosecution. 

The last docuaent in the index is an architectural sketch. This will 
cat be introduced; that concludes the presentation of documents for tho 
defendant Buetefisch. 

HELUUTH DDC (Counsel for defendant Schneider): I have two documents 

to introduce for the defendant Schneider. 

THE PRESIDENT: hay I inquire of Dr. Siecers if he is rushed for time? 

• • 

I am not sure. Dr. Sierxsrs, Co you wish to go to a Commissioner's hearing 
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* 

this afternoon? We \ould bo glad to take care of your natter in advance, 

. . • 0 

if it is necessary.Very *11, go ahead. Dr. Dlx. 

* 

DR. HELUOJTH DIX: I have two documents. Schneider Document 300, Exlvi- 
. * 

bit 247, with reference to Prosecution Exhibit 1901, offered in cross- 
, # 

examination, and Schneider Document 301 as Exhibit 248, which certifies 
to the time when the photographs were taken. Then I have a supplement to 
Exhibit 53 which I handed in to be introduced into the old document books. 
I handed that in to the Defense Center. Then I should like to — 

TOE TOESIIB1T: Permit me to interrupt you Just for a ocment. Was your 
first document 3CO? 

* 

DR. H. DEC: 301, Exhibit 248. 

TOE PRESIDENT: 'mat about your Document 300 in tho same — 

DR. B. DEC: 300 is Exhibit 247. 

TOE PRESIDENT: Thank you. 

DR. H. DEC: To avoid misunderstanding I should like to point out that 
there were several people named Schneider working for Forben, especially , 
the witness Schneider from Auschwitz, Just to avoid misundersdanting. I 
am finished. 

TOE PRESIDE!T: Pardon me. I ms hardly keepiiyt up >rith you. What was 
the last docuaent that you mentioned that has not been processed >ot that 
you are offering? 

DR. H. DIX: That is a supplement to Exhibit 53; that was emitted. 
They forgot to copy it. I have handed in the copy. That doesn't hove to 
be offered# it is already part of the Exhibit, 

TOE PRESIEENT: Very well..... Dr. Boettcher? 
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DR. BOETTCHER (Counsel for defendant Krauch): Hr. ? resident, 1 havo 
three documents for Dr. Krauch. I will hand in the copies in the English 
language later. They are now being prepared. 

I offer Krauch Efecunent 156 as Exhibit 207. This is a comment on Pro¬ 
secution Exhibit 2239* 

Krauch Document 159 I offer as Exhibit 206, a consent on Prosecution 

« • 0 

Exhibit 1891. And, finally, K rauch Document 160, a coaaont on Prosocution 

Exhibit 2240, as Krauch Exhibit 209. 

0 0 

Mr. President, there is one more thing, an Ambros Exhibit No. 331 
nas introduced today, I should like to reserve tho right during the course 
of the day tomorrow to introduce a ccocoit on that fran Dr. Krauch, 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well, 

DR. BOETTCHER: Thank you, 

THE PRESIDENT: Are you rea<ty? Have Ur. Tfolffsohn oallod to tho stand 

now? 

DR. SIEJERS: I would liko to call ^r. Wclffsohn to the stand for cross 
examination. 

(HANS nOIfSOHN, a witness, took tho stand and testified as follows:) 
THE PRESIDENT: Lr. Volffoohn, you will please remain standing to bo 

sworn and raise your right hand. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony 

0 

you are about to give before this Tribunal will be the truth, the whole 
truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

THE TflTNESS: I swear. 

IHE PRESIDE?T: You nay be seated. 
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DR. SIDiSRS: llr. President, are concerned with the affidavit of 
the witness, NI*-15266, Exhibit 2236, in Boole.94 of the Prosecution, page 26 
and the following. 

CROSS SXAISNATION 
HANS TOUTSOHN 




Q.- Ur. Wblffsohn ,when were you born? 
A.- On the 1st of Septeaber, 1894. 

Q.- Hhat is your profession? 

A.- I on a Journalist. 
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Q, How Ion# havo you beon an Aeerican citlxonT 
i, I n not an African citizon?' 

Q, .Vhat cltizonshlp do you havo? 
i, I to a H rosldont. 

Q. Diring tho DiT trials woro you In Hurnbcrg? 

K Tos. 

Q. In what capacity? 

A, I was horo as a Journalist and Control Officer for Control 
Division CMGUS. 

Q* Vhat is your position now? 

jU 1 am a rosoorch analyst in tho Tor bon toaa. 

Q, You aro an cnployoo of tho Prosocution? 

K Tos. 

Q. Mr. Volffsohn at whnt school woro you tralnod to Interrogate 

witnossosj what questions to put to witnesses, and how to treat wltnossoo: 

a 

whnt typo of treatment is pornlssiblo or not pomissiblo? 

A, I loarncd something about cxnsinlng vitnoscos whoro Z was studying 
law In Germany; then I loomed soaothlng when I was In a Department of tho 
English Torolgn Offlco and forth or I loarnod seco thing whon I camo to 
Sumberg totho OCC, that Is at tho end of tho DOT. 

Q, Mr. Volffsohn In your affidavit you tostlfiod about tho nature 
of tho interrogation of Dr. von Schnltxloiby Mr. Sprochor. Tho affidavit 
has boon Introduced against a rocord of an interrogation which I introduced 

as Schnltslor Zfecuaont 26, Exhibit 28 in tho Document Book 2. I should liko 
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10 May 48^SV-ia-2-Ila Stow art (ron Schon) 

Court 6, Case 6 

to show you this record. It is tho record of the Interrogation of tho 
witness, Dr. ron Schnltslor, by Kr. Ihexol A. Sprechor, in Kurnborg on 
tho 16th of Tebruary 1947 . 

I bog your pardon, Mr, Volffsohn. Mo gavo you tho wrong documont. 
Tho English toxt of tho rocord boings on Pago 13; tho Ooraan translation 
on pago 20 . Moro you prosont during .this interrogation? 

A. Part of the tino. I was in tho interrogation roon at loast 
onco, if not twico. 

0. Aro you listod rs prosont on pago 13 of this documont? 

K Ho. 

Q. Why woro you not listod? 

A. Porhops I was only prosont for such a sl»rt timo that tho 
court roportor did not toko any notico of co a 

q. Then you did not hoar tho ontiro conversation botwoon Mr, 
Gprochor and Q*. von Schnltslor, which tokos yip 5 1/2 pagos hero? 

K Ho. 

^ ^id you hoar Mr. Sprochor soy tho following, pago 13: 

"The lw of tho oco^atlon powors with rospoct to rofusal to giro 
truo tcstlaony, is vory strict. Tho law against rofusal to tostlfy is 
vory strict; tho law against perjury and pooplo who rofuso to tostlfy is 
vory Sttlct." Did you hoar that? 

K Ho. 

Q. Eld you road this rocord subsoquontly? 

i. Tos, if I raaenbor correctly, I wont ovor it and corrected it 
with Mr. von Schnit x lor. 
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Q. Vhat doos It aoan,^the law of the occupation power"; can you 
explain .hat? 

KR. SPEECHES: Objoctidn. 

TEE PRZSIDEbT: The cbjoctlon la auatainod. 

BY M3. SDKIHSt 

Q, Mr. Volffaohn, the noxt question roods, and I qix'to: "Many 
punishnonts for perjury cay bo creator than thoao for parti dpation in 
C-crnon militarisation; it has boon claimod tb;t you and eovoral othor 
poraono with wheo you havo rocontly consulted, oxprosaod misgivings 
ogoinat tolling tho truth to tho oce\*»ation authoritioa, md that, 
you did not moko adoquato statements or said too much". 

Did you hoar thia toatlaony? 

K Ho. 

Q. Za it truo if I said that your affidavit dooa not rofor to thio 
interrogation of 18 Tobruary 1947? 

A. Yoa and no. It rofora to tho interrogation of 18 Tobruary, to 
tho porta during which Z wan prosont. Zt doosn't, of courao, rofor to 
thoparto to which I was not prosont. Tor oxa&plo, tho part that you 
hwro Juat road. 

Q, Sinco I as intoroatod in abaoluto clarity, Mr. Volffaohn, 
will you plop.ao toll no what part you wero prosont at? 

A. If I roaosbor correctly I c«so in tho first tico shortly 
aftor Mr. von Schnitalor had deoonetrntedhow ho had to wipo up tho 
floor of aoao room in Proimgeahola. That was tho first tlno, 

Q. Thank you. That la onough. Is it truo that thia do aim on t which 

11020 



10 Mgy 49-^-iSV—18-4-1 la Stewart (von Schon) 

Court 6, Case 6 

I have Just handed to you does not sentlon this Incident? 

K You noan this excerpt, Ibctor? 

MR. SPEECHES: Mr. President, what Is. In that oxcorpt that IT. 

Sica or a has put forward will appear fron tho oxcorpt which Dr. Slemors 
put forward, andalso what was In tho oxcorpt which tho Prosocutlon put 
forward will appear. I* doos not soaa to bo that It. Sieaors is questioning 
tho witnoss con corning his affidavit at tho prosont tloo. 

THE pBEinar?: Whatever stataaonts aro in tho affidavit will show 
for thcooolvos and for that reason tho objoctlon Is sustalnoi. It is 
asking tho witnoss whether certain statements appear In tho affidavit , 
that is apparont froo tho affidavit, and tho witnoss could add nothing 
to it, 

HR. SIBUSSt Hr. Prosldent, Mr. Sprochor offorod tho affidavit 
in robuttal ogalnst tho only document that I Introduced, nanoly, tho 
document which tho witness has Just now. X th ught that It was of sono 
lntorost to dotorslno whothor thoso two d°c\BOnts havo any connection, 
and whothor Mr. Volffsohn knows anything about tho offonso which on tho 
basis of tho drc in ont I lntroduoo. 

MR. SPEECHES: Mr. Prosidont, I did not challongo Ik. Sleocrs' 
otatoment bccauso wo would havo ooro arguaonts than If I challongod 
everything Ik. Sloocrs said which I think It not quito proper, Tho 
docuaont, tho affidavit of Mr. Volffsohn was laid forward for quito 
othor roasons than Ik. Siaaers has statod, which I stated to Your Honoro 
this morning, and In splto at that fact, wo havo hoard twico this aftor- 
noon that It was laid boforo Tour Honors for a dlfforont purposo, and that 
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Is just not ao. 

THE PREGIDEHT: Vo will not wasto any tire on that controversy now. 
How, Dr. Sitters, the objocticn wo sustained rolatod to tho question 
In which you a Bleed tto witness about whether sonothing iqjpoarod in tho 
affidavit. How tho point that I aako is that whothor it doos or dooo 
not appoar in tho affidavit ie apparent froa tho affidavit. 5his is 
tho only limitation wo put on your cross oxaninntlon. Aek your next 
question. 

BY IB. SIIHZBSl 

Q. Mr. Volffsohn, you said *In tho aiddlo of Tobruary, 1947, Hr. 
Sprochor lnfornod co and a nxxsbcr of other ncsbors of tho staff that 
ho pltnnod to conduct a sorios of interrogations of lr. von Schnitslor, 
otc." Can you toll no oxactly whon that was? 

A. Ho, I cannot rccccbor tho oxact date. 

0- Tou also said * between 8 Fobruory 1947 and 2 Kay 1947, Mr. 
Sprochor conductod twonty-four interrogations of Hr. von Schnitxlor." 

Vns it thon after tho 18th of Fobraary that Hr. Sprochor askod you to 
assist hin? 

K Ho, it was boforo that. 

Q. But it is true that on tho 18th of February you woro not 
yoursolf prosent asido fron tho tiro on whon I*. vbn Schnitrlor ’'as doo-. 
crlblng tho lncldont in tho prison at Prouagoshoir. \ 

K Hr, SlCBors, Z said — 

Q, I boliove that is a question which you con answor with Yos or 
Ho. 
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A, I said I was there once or twice, fivo ninutoa one tlno and 
porht^i five olnutog the other tine. That is all that I can soy ehout 

it. 

Q. And the first tino you hoard tho description ifc'mt whnt 
happened In the Prouscoaholc Prison? 

A, Ho, I said I was thero shortly aftor Mr, von Schnltslor had 
dononstratod that, 

Q, How do you know that? 

A. Bocauso ny colloo«uo , Hr. levy, told no that vory briefly, and 
aftorwards I wont 'through tho toxt with Mr. von SChnltslor, and I saw 
that that was tho caso. 
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Q. Ton also said that you corrected tfco record, togothor with It. 

Ton Schnitrlor; wore correcting tho rocord of tho interrogation or tho 
affidavit? 

i. Pirat of all, tho rocord of the interrogation. 

9m Aaido froo this ono interrogation of IB Pobruary wore you alwqya 
proaont during tho InterrogationsT 

A. la far aa I could toll thio Doming, of tho 24 intorrogationa 
rocordod ay nasso ia 11atod on 17, hut I bolioro that I was proaont at al~ 
eost all of thoa with tho oxcoption of ono or two which donlt with labor 
questions, 

0. I shall put to you soao oxoorpta froo tho lntorrogation by Mr. 
Sprochor, which la Schnltslor Docucont 224, Tour Honors, for identification 
Exhibit Ho. 182. Mr. Volffsohn, would you ploase lo^k at thooo oxcorpts. 
Tho first ono, as you coo, is of 18 Pobruary in tho aftomo^n 3:50 to 
5s 15. Voro you proaont? 

A. That is tho first interrogation at which I hnvo alroady aaid that 
I was thcro onco or twico. That is 18 Pobruary 3:50 to 5:15. 

Q, Ploaso lock at pngo 4, 19 Pobruory , 10 to I2:30j woro you 
prosont; aro you on tho list of those presont? 

A. Ho, I ao not j apparently not. 

Q. Vhat do you neon, "anparontly not"? 

A. Thcro aro only sobo oxcorpts hero. If I could soo tho tdiolo 
rocord of the interrogation I would know w hot her X was prosont, oron port 
of tho timo. 

Q, Ito you bo 11 oro that tho list of thoso prosont is lnc«rroct? 
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A. Of course, nistokes can to aado in tho list of thoso prosont e 

Qo Tho oxcorpt is not so short; it is 6 paces long. 

A. The whole record was longor, - 

Q. Can't you toll us whether y>u woro prosont or not? 

A. Ho, I can't. That Is an interrogation free 1C to 12:30. 

Qo Mr. Volffaohn, nay I refrosh your no-ory. Thoro wore 24 in- 
torrogntlcn*! at tho saco tino aany discussions about corroctlonsond 
drawing up affidavits. Vould you not rcecebor tho first two days, tho 
18 th and 19th of Tobruary, whon you think you were always* prosont? 

Av *>. 

Q. I an not asking you about an interrogation in tho oiddlo of tho 
soriC8, but I aa Just talking abrut tho first two days. 

A. Hoo that is perhaps bocauso thoro vero cortain problems of tho 
interrogation conductod by Mr. Sprcchcr which intorostod bo especially, 
that rooolnod in oy sctaory, aoro than othor problces which did not intorost 
bo so ouch. 

4. Tou also soy that corrections of Ir. ron S c hnit*lor wore vory 
thorough both with roforonco to contents and with roforoncos to lyoannr. 
Woro tho interrogations in English or Gonaan? 

A. English. 

Q, Vhat is Dr. von Schnitslor's knowlodgo of English. 

A. Zxccllont. 

Q. Mr. Volffsohn, is it so go«d that ho can correct graceaticol 
n is take e. 


A. T-,. 
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Court 5, Case 6 

Q, Hr. Volffsohn, ay English Is not oxcollont, but I kncv a gontlo- 
nftn whoso English Is Oxcollont. Soso of thas aro astonished at goco 
English idlons that aro not typically English. Didn't you notico that? 

A. I do not know how of ton I talkod to Mr. Von Schni trior alto- 
gothor, but I noticed cno thing, that Hr. von Schnlt*lor spoke English 
with tho groatost 0 ^ o , and that In contrast to quito a nunbor of gontlo- 
nen with whot; 1 h®o had doallngs hero, ho has a good vocabulary, and that 
fco docq not uno typical Germanisas hlnsolf - that Is ho docs not say 
Vhlngs that aro Just translations froo tho Genaen. That la why I said 
th-t Hr. von Schnittier's English is so good. 

Q. Hr. Volffsoht, do you know that Ik. von Schnltzlor during tho 
Interrogation aid,"Tou Bust oxcuso ry English, I sceotlsos mako pistokos. 

I do not hnvo practlco In English, and I havo forgotton a groat doal." 

A. Tos, Hr. Sloscrs, I rooombor that. That was probably Just a 
focon do parlor, 

Q, Is his English bottor than your English? 

A. That is a question of consclonco. 

Q. Mr. Volffsohn, In on Interrogation or a talk about corrections 
did you say to Hr. von Schnitxlor, and I quote! "ibn't bo so pessimistic, 
Tou will bo froo by tho fall and then you will writo a book, a host 
bo Her*? 

A, I don't renenbor that. I hardly bollovo so, bocauso tho rogu-1 

lations given to osployoos of tho OCC soy, among othor things, that ono 

oust not glvo my prodictions of tho future to tho non to bo intorrogntod, 

and I hardly bollovo that I said that to Hr. von Schnitslor. That in tho 
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Court 6, Caso 6 

co'jrso of tho ccrvoraation wo talkod about wrltli^ hooka, I do not went 
to dony, or that I aald to his ,"Vhy don't you writo a hook; that will 
cortolnly ho a boat sollor", I don't want to dony that. It 1* poasiblo, 

Q, That you aald to his, *Tou will ho froo ooon; you will ho froo 
hy tho fall?, you don't ronosbor that? 

K So, Mr, Sleoora, I do not roeosbor that; I roally don't, md I 
wouldn't havo aald that* 

Q, On pogo 3 of tho original of your affidavit you say, "iftor tho 
interrogations had boon going on for about a a^nth with Interruptions, during 
tho eoeond half of Tobruary or in March, 1947, Dr, von Schnltxlor hogan 
to talk to d- noro md moro Informally*. 

A. I hog your pardon, Mr, Sloe or s, I havo not found tho quotation, 

Vhat pago is it? I haro only tho English toxt; say I hwo tho Gorman 
toxt? 

Q, It it on pogo 3 of tho -rlglnal, undor So. 3. Tho porogriph 
begin*, "During tho procos* of corroctlng affidavit*,"? 

A* To*. 

Q, I* thi* statesont cr rroct, that Schnltxlor hogan to talk to you 
Informally of tor tho lattor part of lob run ry? 

A, I oannot glvo tho dato oxnctly, of courao, whon Mr, Von Schnltxlor 
ooy havo oado — wo uso a terminus technic us for thi* - an off tho rocord 
rooark, I cannot toll you exactly whon that was, hut ho two on Mr, von 
Schnltxlor on tho ono hand, and Mr, Sprochor, and tho othor mombora of tho 

Farben toas who had to do with his, thoy vory *oon dovelopod a vory ploasnnf 

\ 

atsesphoro, and it 1* quito possible that Mr, von Schnitxlor undo soco 
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personal remarks around that tine. 

Q. Hr. Volffsobn you axe not answering =y question. I ac asking 
about the tiao. Ton said after tho interrogations had been ccoductod off 
and ct for approxiaatoly a nonth- is it right that they began on tho 
18th of 7obruar77 
K Yes. 
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Q. "Dr. von Schnltzlor began to talk to no informally about tho 
latter part of February." This tino oust be false* 

A. Excuse me, Mr. Slaaars, the interrogations began on the 18th 
of February, that is, they bogan in tho second half of February. 'There¬ 
fore, I didn't answer your question tho way you wanted it. Tou nean tho 
first half of March. 

Q. Tou say "One month after tho boginning of the interrogationsi'» 

A. Tos. Thoy bogan on the 18th of February. 

Q. And your words "approxinatoly during the second half of February 
and March 19i*7" rofor to the informal way of talking of Schnittler 
with you? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Noll, Hr• Holffsohn, I can only say that must bo wrong. 

A. Why? 

Q. Tho interrogations began on tho 18th of February and if it was 
a month later ho coulcta't havo bogan to spook informally in Fobruary but 
in tho socond half of March at tho oarlioat or didn't you notico thoso 
inaccuracioa? 

A. I bog your pardon. I cnly havo tho English toxt horo. I should 
like to road it to you* "Aftor tho interrogations had bcon conducted 
off and on for approxin-toly a month during tho lattor part of Fobruary 
and March 191*7°. That roans - I don't know how tho translation roads - 
but it means, according to tho English toxt that I h.*vo horo, that 
"during tho latter part of Fobruary of M,-rch" mans this month. That's 
an explanation of this word "month". 
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Court VI - Caso VI 

Q. Vory well, Ur. Wolffsohn, but you said before that this time 
was when Dr. von Schnitzlor began to talk informally. You're correcting 
yourself now. 

A.. Mr. S±tmcra t x (ton , t what yQU want ^ to correct> 

Q.. The contradiction botwoon what you are sayir* now and what you 
said before.. 

UR. SReCK^Rt Mr. Prosidont, we object. I think this is a figment 
of Dr..Sier»erst imagination and I think ho is Jcustii* with a windmill. 
BY DR. SIBfBRSt 

Thank you, Mr. Sprechor, for your praiso. 

Q. Mr. Wolffsohn, you say... You talk about Cransborg for a pago 
and a half. 

A. Whoro is that? 

Q. On pago 1* of tho original on to pago 5 you speak about what 
happonod at Cransb-rg, is that right? 

A.. On pago U of tho English text which I havo boforo mo thoro is a 
description of what happonod on tho 2Uth of Mcroh and there follow 
quotations free an interrogation. 

Q. Yos, and this intorrogation doala with Cransbcrg? 

A. Ies, this interrogation deals with tho events in Cransborg. . 

Q. Namely tho Schmitz affidavit of 17 SoptoBhor 19US and the moral 
pressure which other Farbon can aro supposed to havo exerted on Schnitzlor 
is that right? 

A. Yes.. 

9. Did you havo axy personal knowled*o of thoso ovonte - those 
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events In Cransborg? 

UR. SFR33HLR: Just a ninuto. Ur. Presidont, we object to this 
line of questioning. Wo think it»s an attempt to bring into the back 
door and to lay a foundation for scoo further improper subnissions by 
Dr. Sieners. 

1WE FRESIDZNT: Aro thoro sooo references in the witness's affidavit 
about it? This interrogation at Cransborg? 

UR. SPtECH-R: No, and, Ur. President, if I may just finish. lhe 
Exhibit 1812 has boon in ovidonco in this caso for a voiy, vury loi« 
time and all that Ur. Wolffsohn states in this affidavit, if you will 
look at Pago U, is that the statements which Dr. von Schnitzlor mado in 
that exhibit, which has long boon in ovidonco, c.uno about bocauso D r . 
von Schnitzlor had told Ur. Wolffsohn in tho morning whon correcting inter¬ 
rogations about thoao natters and that ho wanted to havo on interrogation 
with no. Now, that is tho extdnt to which Ur. Wolffsohn raisos this 
point hero and Mr, Wolffsohn has not attoaptod in this affidavit to go 
into any knowlodgo ho has about Cransborg prison or anythin liko that 
whatsoover. 

JUDQE MORRIS< Ho doos say, howovor. Hr. Sprochor that on tho morning 
of the 2Uth of March 19ls7 Ur. von SchnitzLr bocano vory talkativo about 
ovents in tho Cransborg prison, etc. 

UR. SIRZCHZR: That 1 s correct. Ho is relating what tho dofondant 

von Schnitzlor raisod to hirw 

^JDO> MORRIS: And then ho states: “He made a nunbor of statements 
to the offoct that ho had boon put under a groat deal of pressure by his 
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foraer colleagues about his cooperation with tho Allies." I take it 
that refers to an event in Cransborg prison. Maybe I'n wrong about that, 
but that is what I assume fren roadii* tho affidavit. 

THE HtESIDZNT: The objection is overruled. Oo ahoad, gentlenen. 

Ask your question. 

BY DR. SSHCRSi 

Q. Do you havo any porsonal knowledgo about ovonts in Cransborg? 

A. I was novor in Cransborg. 

Q. You learned of those ovents only froo Dr. von Schnitzlor - those 
events that you describe horc? 

A. rthat I -.Tito in this affidavit I Larnod fran Mr. von Schnitzlor. 

Q. Than your testimony hero is based on hearsay, is that right? 

A. It is based on what Mr. von Schnitzlor told do. 

Q. Thank you. 

On page 32, pago 9 of tho original, #7, pago 35 of tho English book, 
you say, Mr. Wolffsohn, that Dr. von Schnitzlor, during his interrogations 
in Nurnborg, in 191*7, occasionally talked about things that hnpponod 
at Proungoshoin. 

A. Tos. 

Q. What was Proungoshoin? 

A. Proungoshoin was a prison noar Frankfurt where, for exaoplo, 

Mr. von Schnitzlor and othor industrialists woro inprlsonod. 

Q. According to your description. Dr. von Schnitzlor lot down his 
hair with you. Did he toll you that in interrogations at Proungeshoira 
he was warned again and again? 
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Court VI - Case VI 

A. What did you scy? 

Q, Did ho toll you that in interrogations in Proung&sheim or in 
the Taunusanlago, whoro his interrogations took placo, ho was warned 
repeatedly? 

A. First of all, I can't renosber whether Mr. von Schnitzlor was 
interrogated at Proungeshoia at all, I boliovo ho was interrogated at 
the Reichsbank, 

Q, Whoro is that? 

A. Taunusstrasso, 

Q. Taunusanlago. That's what I Just said* 

I 

A. Ho only told no that ho had boon told that ho had to tell tho 

truth. 

Q. Did ho toll you that for days ho was not allowed to go out 
and that ho was fortiddon to go to church? 

A, Yes, ct aooo ti»o Dr. von Schnitzlor did nontion that, but ho 
didn't say it in a tono that indicated that ho was still worriod about 
it thon. That was in tho beginning of 19U7, Ho Just nnntionod it to 
do as a natter of feet, that's oil, 

Q. I would bo grateful to you, Mr. Holffsohn, if you too would 
stick to tho facts. Ho did toll you abewt tho fact? 

A. Yos, of courso. 

Q. Did ho toll you that after asking repoatodly, ho was finally 
allowod to go to church and that ho was put in a placo which was othor- 
wiso used for condocnod persons? 

A. No, ho did not toll do that, I an suro I would have ronontoorod 
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that. 

Q. Do you reoecber that Schnitzler, horo In Nurrberg, was housed 
In the socailed "criainal wing" 3cparato from the other Parbon non and 
that ho was not allcwrod to have any contact with the other gentlenen at 
the tino of the interrogations - that was in February and March 191*7? 

A. No, I do not r mi oobor that. I was in the prison only once or 
twice and the rooms of tho individual defondants - witnesses as they wero 
then - wero rather noor ono another. 

J 

Q. You know nothing about that. You don't rooaaber that Dr. von 
Schnitzler mentioned that ho was not allowod to talk to any of the other 
gontlomen and that ho folt cooplotcly dosertod? 

A. No, certainly not. 

Q. Do you roaoctoor that ho told you that at ft-oungosholn ho had 
boon beaton? 

A. Woll, thore's sooothing that I don't renenbor oxactly. Was 
von Schnitzlor boaton or soaoono olso? I ac not cortain. I can't 
remenbor oxactly who tho r it was Mr. von Schnitzlor. 

Q. Do you raacebcr that von Schnitzlor told you that an interrogator 
in tho Taunusanlagc said to hin: "You will bo subJoetod to all third 
degree aothods oxcopt torture"• 

A. I road that in tho record of tho interrogation. 

Q. Did you talk to Schnitzlor about it? 

A. No. 

Q. Do you raneebor that in an interrogation by Mr. Sprecher, Dr. 
von Schnitzlor asked that ho be given tine to think it over and that 
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he was not givun tioo? 

A« I bog your pardon# I didn’t understand your question# 

Q. Do you ruaocfcur that in an interrogation by Hr# Sproclnr, Dr. 
von Schnitzlor askod that he bo given tine to think it over and that 
ho was not given this tins? 

a. As often as I was present during Mr. Sprecher's interrogations, 
if Ur. von Schnitzlor asked for tine to think something over, ho was 
given that tim. 

Q. May I ask you to l<x>k at Docuaont 223, Exhibit 182, on pago 
11. On pege 10, tho interrogation bogins. This is the interrogation of 
20 February 19U7 in the afternoon. Proliainrxy quostlon: you woro 
present? 

A. Yos, cy nano is on tho rocord. 

3. Will you ploaso look at pago 11 at tho botton, tho answer. 

Would you ploaso road tho answer that Schnitzlor gives? Tho last 
lino, Mr. Wolffsohn. I would approciato it if you would bo kind onough 
to road it. 

A. May I road tho question too? 

Q. Yos, of courso. It will bo long, but. 

A. Tho quostion bogins: "Wo havo boon discussing a picturo. Now, 
lot's talk about facts. 1*11 point out a fact which you stated and which 
is a falsehood, which is untruo. 1*11 point out a fact whoro ono, two, 
three, four, five, six paragraphs arc on ono pago and ono short paragraph 
is on the othor pago. Your signature eppoers bolow and when I ask you 
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to point out what is false you say ‘I had a false impression', and then 
you stop, 

"A. Oivo bo a cortain tina to tftinx it tm". 

M Q. I bog your pardon? 

"A, Oivo no a cortain tiao to think it over. I an shocked." 

Is that oneugh, 

Q, It's enough, I bcliovo, if you*11 just look it over and toll us 
whother Dr. von Schnitslor got the tina that ho wanted to think it ovor. 

THE HISSIIEOT: Tho docuaont will spoak for itself unless the 
witnoss knew 3 southing about it personally. 

Do you have sooo iaoro questions? 

DR. SI30S: A fow, yos, 

THE PRiiSID^yrt We*ll rise for our rocoss at this tiao, 

(A rocoss was taken,) 
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TEZ MARSHAL: The Trifocal la again In session. 

CROSS XXAJilKATIOH (contld) 

BY DR. SUKERS; 

v Mr. 'folffsohn, you said first thrt you vara not inforned of tha 
fact that Schnltslar was kept in a special wing of tha prison rasarved 
for criminals separately free other defendants. Is it correct that the 
prosecution gave the necessary instructions to vhr.t part of tha prison 
tha individual defendants present bore were to be assignee^? 

A. First, I have to say this in that respect — about the structuro 
and organisation of the Suernberg rt-ieon you cannot speak of a crininol 
wing — a wing reserved for crir.lnnls. -hat is tha first thing I hnvo to 
sey. Secondly, of course, I believe you won't differ with no, Mr. Slenero, 

— witnesses will be ke*>t separate frer. each other. At any rate, Hr. 
Schnltslar never ccnplalned to ne — 

DR. SUKERS: Mr. Volffsohn, that is not an anower to ny question. My 
quostlon was quite clear. 

THE PRESIXKT; Dr. Sieners, it np*>ears to us thrt yai are getting beyond 
the subject of cross-exanlnation now. Y:u rre going into natters thnt 
appear to be outside the affidavit, which is the linitetion uoon your right 
of cross examination. 

IS. SEHERS: Mr. President, if that wos the case I ask your forgivaneie 
I believed, however, not bo be exceeding the scopo of cross oxnninr.tion 
since Mr. Wolffsohn in his afildavit stated about the tire of 1947 that 


U137 


10 May-A-JP-22-2-hiUe (In*. Kat*) 

Court VI Case VI 


Schnltzlor did not feel under any restrictions and that he never expressed 
anything to that effect, and therefore I mist rectify that he was 
treated differently than the other gentlenan. 

THZ PRESIDENT: If the defendant v» Schnitsler said anything that 
the witness heard on that subject, that night be appropriate, but for 
the fact that it is outside the affidavit we would not be interested 
in that. If you wish to nodify your question os to whether or not the 
defendant node any statenent or ccrplalnt about the treatment that he 
received in the prison, that, I think, would be within the affidavit. 

BY IS. SUKERS: 

Or Hr. Vblffsohn, did Schnitzler tell you, and I an now using the 
proper technical expression, that he was confined in the criminal wing, 
as opposed to other genllenen who were confined in the witness wing? 

A. No. By the way. Hr. von Sd nitzler wnsn' t confinod in the 
criminal wing at all. 

THE PRESIDENT: Ve are concerned with what you hoard ft-ori tho 
defendant, hr. Witness. We ore not going to-lriden the scope of thio cross- 
exanination into facts that are not related either directly or indirectly 
to y jut affidavit. 

A. Yes, your Honors. 

BY DR. SUKERS: 

'<• Did he tell you that when taking his neals he was also kept in 
coofinenent and was not pernitted to cane togethor with the other people, 
although the other gentleaen were allowed to aot together? 


A. No. 
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Q, Did;Schnitxler tell you that he was vary deeply lnpressed and 
noved by the fact that hie wife was orreeted when sh*i wonted to vleit bin? 

A. So* 

•c* Do you recenber that Kr. von Schnl trier told you the following — 
again about Preungeshein - when at the occeeion of the Potedan Conference, 
President Trucan wee in Frankfurt, several hundred persona, DPa, were 
locked up In the eane priaon there for aecurlty reaaona. Shan thoae 
latter peraona were releaaad after two d*ys, Schnltiler, together with 
two >ther gentlonen, waa forced to clean out the one hundred buckote 
filled with excrenent free the DPa to clean out theae buckete and to 
enpty then out. Did ho tell you that when he poured out hie heart to you? 

A. No. 

a 

Now, we turn bkck agrln to 1947. Do you renenber that at tho 
occasion.of Hr. Sprecher'a interrogatIona Hr. Sehnitxler burat out into 
tears? 

A. Yes. 

Q* Do you renenber that on 28 August I node the notion in this 
court roon that I objected egolnst too Schnitrler'a affidavits and 
that I stated that in 1945 and again in 1947 a certain proasure had beon 
exerted? 

HR. SPEECHES.! I object. Z don't think Hr. Volffaohn la supposed to 
be an expert aa rruch as sane of the rest of us on that subject. 

THE PRESIDENT: Shat would be weholly improper unless it's Just for 
the slnple purooae of trying to fix, as e prelininnry, the date. Otherwise 
the record cpeaks for itself. 
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DRi SZSSBS: Mr. President, I thought that ouastion would ha 
pernissible because I wanted to teat to* witness's nenory with the next 
few questions, and these are events that ire not datin/; so far hack as 
the other events. It was only a prelininary ouastion. 

THZ HtZSIIEBT: ^hat Is rathar reaota, Dr. Slaners, but answer the 
question hr. Witness, If you understand It. 

K Yes, sir. 

BY SL S'—.ZRS: 

Q, Do you know than that I nade this objection on 28*August horoT 

A. Yas. 

^ Do y 7u reaer.ber that after the end of the session I participated 
in a conference In *r. Sprecher's rron where ny colleagues. Dr. Holnut Dlx, 
Dr. Ernst Achenbach and Dr. Herbert Hath, were present, and you woro acting 
ns Interpreter? 

A. Yos. 

<<* Do you renenher that hr. Sprecher, in on enotlonal tone of volco 
said, "You have node serious charges." He said this to ne. "I on tho 
sepresentr.tlve of the United States of Anerlco and thus you have insulted 
the United States of Anerlca. If you do not withdraw your chargos thon 
you night even lose your robes. You rnist know what you are doing." Is that 
correct? Did he say that. Do you renenher this event? 

A. I cannot renentar that «r. Sprechre used those words, and I cannot 

renentor that during that conference, which was conducted in his rooa, 

Hr. Sprecher socks In an enotlonal tone of voice. I would he able to Judgo 

that because I have worked for «r. Sprecherfor a year and a half. But 
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that ha us ad those wards I da't reoenber. 

Q. Tou don't renenber that ha expressly stated In connection with 
the charges that ha spoke of tha United States of AnericaT 

A. If I renter correctly, not during tha conversation In his roon. 

But I reaenber that on that sane day **r. Sprecher said in this courtrocc— 
ha used tha words 'As an official of tha United States of Anarlca*" 

But In his rocsi I do not reoecber. 

DH. SGKZr.S: hr. President, than I should like to ask you to gi\« 
ne a chance to interrogate the gentlenan, Dr. HelnuttDi* and Dr. Hath 
about those events because they were also present, to clarify — 

THR PBaSIDHRl There are nany good reasons why that reouest cannot 
be granted. In the first olnce it's wholly collateral tOvthe lnauiry 
here, and your only purpose, as you expressed it, for the oueetlon, vue 
to test the uenory of the witness. He hr.e said that he does not renenber 
But tho nore fundonental reason Is that of regard for the relationship 
of counsel for prosecution and.defense which wo have had occasion nany 
nany tines to rely uoon in the course of this trial. This Tribunal will 
not invade the sanctify of conferences between counsel. V# have encouraged 
that thing and wo have encouraged It In the hope and the expectation that 
It wjuld be fruitful In aiding the trial of this cose and I think ex¬ 
perience has deconstrated that that hope was well founded. We shall not 
enbaxrass ary nenber of the staff of either side by asking for any disclosure 
of your dealings as between yourselves end your opponents. That is a natter 
in which this Tribunal will not Involve itself. 
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HU SllXSRS: Z 

thj paisraarij 


have no further ouastloot, to thlfc vttneaf* 
Anythin* fnrtharf 
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D3. SUKERS: Two cord micStions by ny colleague, Dr. von Kellor. 

BY SU VOS SELLER: 

r <» Witness, you said, a short while ago, that hr* Schnittier's 
knowledge of lacguoges ms excellent. Dr. Sieners pointed out to you 
on exhibit which he had offered in Book 2 of his document bonks, and the 
lost sentence of which reads: "I hrve not cuch practice in English and 
hove forgotten auite a bit.* 

A. May I nek you to tell ne that mage number again. 

x. This is in Document °ook 2 on page 27 of the Gorman and page 19 
of the English — the last sehtence. During that interrogation of 18 
Yebruary you were present in part. Do you know thr during that inter¬ 
rogation .*r. von Schnitiler again pointed to his insufficient knowledge 
of English? 

A. I don't senember th*t hr. von Schnitiler pointed this out during 
that particular interrogation, but you con see thr.t running through all 
of the interrogations like a red thread. JVn time to tine hr. von 
Schnitiler tv de some friendly remark to the effect that his english wns 
not *iite good enough. 

*«• ^haak ycu. Proa the interrogation of 22 Pebruory in which you 
participated, according to the record, do you know a passage where soma 
oonfuslon arose because hr. von Schnitiler used the *ffong translation of 
a German tern at an essential point, and hr. Surocher hinself pointed this 
out to hin — "I think you perhaps meant in general." Mr. von 
Schnitiler answered: "I neon with these words 'in dar sache' in the 
natter. I better should have put it in German.* 
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l^ Where is that to be found? 

A. In the record of 22 February. You don't have that before you. 

Do you r^nenbar this incident? 

A. No, .but if I could hare a look at the record I would know right 
aucy what la concerned. 

Q» . t>x are going to be shown the record. It's on the lower half 
of the page. • Do you renenber this passage? I only need your answer to 
that question. 

A. Yes. 

<t* • Thank you. During Another interrogn. ion of 19 February 1947 do 
you renenber a passage there. It's true that you are not listed anong 
those people present in the record buttit's still possible that you woro 
there.' There Hr. von Schnitsler says: "I did not naan this, 'only' 

□okes no sense.■ Another passage: ■Yes, and this (indicating) naans 
lnpressive." Aod then hr. Sprecher said, "Instead of the word " ' 

and then there is a correction nade. In the sane record Mr. von Schnitsler 
■ays: "Fron tine to tine X use £nglish words which are not entirely 
correct." Hr. Sorechor: "Let na look." Schnitslor: "I think the word 
'carefully' nakes no sense hare. I Oust replace that word. 'Successfully* 

I translated fren the Csrnan. Share I translated it 'carefully'." 

s 

Sprecher; "Vould 'properly' or 'successfully' be it?" 

Schnitsler; "Properly." 3o you renenber that passage? 

A. 5b. 

H.- There is one nore passage in conclusion. I don't want to tax 
Your Honors' patience too ouch.. "Hr. von Schnitsler", — Mr. Sprecher oays, 
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"Tha aacond full paragraph on page 3 la not completely IntalllgUftf," 

And latar: "The Tecord will show that "r. von Schnitxler haa bitten the 
word 'not Intelligible' and Initialed tha paragraph which ha hna atrickon". 
Ia It correct to call aonebody'a knowledge of a language excellent If ho 
vritea whole pnra^-aoha that are not 1 telllgible? 

A. ’./hen waa that paragraph written? 

<k, The paragraph la not quoted. I only have the record of Hr. 
Sprecher'a Interrogation. The Interrogation ltaelf took-place on 19 
Zebruary at 8 o'clock In the evening until 10 o'clock at night. 

A. And the paragraoh which *r. von Schnitxler wrote — when waa 
that written — In 1947? 

'U Proaunnbly, but I cannot Bay It with certainly. That la a 
atatenent froa 1946? 

A. That la the explanation. 

Q» Ky aueation waa la the knowledge of language of aoceono who 
KTltea oentencea that are unintelligible — can that knowledge be 
called excellent or not? 

A. Mr, von *eller. — 

IvB. 8FBSCBIBI Mr. Prealdent — 

THE PRZSIDEHT: I don't think that inoulry needa to be peraued any 
further. Thle wltneaa haa not hel<^ hlnaelf out at an expert on language 
and I will eay with alLxodeaty that I think the Tribunal la aa capable 
of forning an opinion upon that aa the wltneaa in the box. 

DR. SHUZBS: Hr. Prealdent, Kny I aak two nore aueetion8 that I 
forgot. Ilrat, Hr. Volffaohn, during the lnterrogatlona did Mr. von 
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Schnitzler have assistance hy counsel or was he advised hy any legal 
nid? 

MB. SPRECHZRl Mr t President, that is not in the inteH'ogfttlon hut 
We Will — 

THE PSU.SIIEKT: That is one of the surrounding circunetonces. Can't 
you stipulate? 

MR. SPEECHES: Yes, that is what I wanted to do. Hr. President. Wo 
will stipulate that during that tine, Hr. von Schnltxler.did not have tho 
advice of counsel. 

THE PRESIDENT: Ask your next question. 

DR. SIEMERS: Did von Schnltxler r.sk that he he given legal co-nsol 
because of the volunlnous interrogations? 

A. Hot, not as far as I renenhor. 

Q, Did Hr. Sprecher point out to von Schnltxler that he could not 
get any legal old? 

A, I can't renerher that. 

Q* To refresh your nenory, nay I show you Schnltxler docunent 26, 
iJthihit 28, page 25 of the Docunent Book of the Geman text, page 17 of 
the English. 

A. What page please? 

^ Page 17, of the docunent hook. It's in the lower right hand corner 
where you can find the page nunher. Page 25 of the Goman. 

4. What's the Questions? 

Cj. Do you now renenhor that Hr. Sprecher drew the attention of Mr. von 

Sohnitzler to the fact that ho had no clal» to legal counsel accords to 
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the occupation l»v? 

A. At the beginning of thet interrogation I have already told you 
I vaa not preaant* 

^ Vary vail. 

T>L PRESIDENT: She cuestion is only this. ’'ere you praaant vhen 
that wca aaid or that in aubatanca by hr. Sprachar to hr. von Schnittler, 
that undar tha nilltary law ha was not antitlad to hnva counaal7 

A. Bo, your Honor. 

DR. SZQiERS: Did you hear anything like that? 

A. I voa not praaant. 

THZ PRZSIDEST: That ia an anavor. 

DR. SEVERS: Do you ranarber that during thaae interrogations hr. von 
Schnitzlar woa infornad that according to tho Control Council Law Ordinance 
Runbar 1 he wna Callged to give any infornation deairod? 

A. Hot in ny praaance. * 

x. Did Hr. Sprachar -tell you that he pointed thia fact out to hinl 

THZ PR-SIDE ITT: That will ba enough of tha affidavit. 

DR. SIZHERS: Z have no further ouaatlona. 
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REDIRECT atAlffilATIOil 

BY MR. SPRECK31: 

Q. Ur. tfolffsohn, did the defendant von Schnitzler make any 
corrections to typographical errors wtuch wore contained in the 19U5 
reports that he had dictated to stenographers in Frankfurt? 

A. Pardon nej I didn't get that question properly. Did you mean 
whether Ur. von Schnitzler nade any corrections on the documents of 19l»$? 

Q. Yes. 

A. Ko, Sir; not as far as I know. 

Q. How, I aa referring to the records which the OCCBC receivod of tho 
19U5 investigations. Do you recall in any of tho interogations which you 
had with D^. von Schnitzler that he pointed cut any typographical errors? 

A. Yes, ho pointed out that there were typographical errors in those 
interrogation stateaonts, affidavits, of 19 ^ 5 . 

Q. Tell us whother or not cy questions woro corrected fron tlrao to 
tine so far as thoir grassxr was concerned. 

A. Yos. 

Q. How, you nentioned on direct examination that tho defendant von 
Schnitzler broke into tears on one occasion. You ’.Tore asked nothing 
further about that. Do you reaeabor anything about that incident? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Hill you tell us about that? 

A. If I roocotor vory well, ia* von Schnitzlor was so overwhelmed 

by — 
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r.S PRESID3TT: Just tall us what he said, 

A. Well> Sir, he didn't say anything. 

TUB PRSSHJEiT: What were they talking about? 

A. They were talking of the past and they were talking of tho danago 
which the last twelve years had brought over Germany and the world and 
they talked of the misfortune which had befallen so nany million of pooplo 
in the world. 

Q. Ur. Woffsohn, I would like to put ono key word to you and ask you 
"bother or not that refroshos your recollection as to the preciso points. 

THE PICSHG..?: Walt a minute; just ask your question. He is your 
witness, fou pToducod him hero and this is rodiroct examination, I aupposo, 
and tho witross has not indicated any noed of rofroshaent. Just ask your 
question and no will savo tine, thon if ho doosn*t— 

Q. Will you toll us tihothor or not you roc all any discussion about 
the laws of God and tho laws of nan? 

A. Yes, 

TIE PRES ID :. : Ti Is thcro anything in tho affidavit about that? 

a 

UR. SPRB^ER: Thoro is scoething in tho statement about von Schnit- 
zlor's breaking into tears. 

TH3 PR33HJSiT: .Toll, we ’fill not go any further on that score. Ho 
has told what tho subjoct matter was that caused that incident and you 
hotter stick to tho affidavit, I think. 

Ht. SFRB3HER: Well, nay I ask Hr. Uolffsohn if ho has now statod tho 
entire subject as ho remoabers it? 

THE PR3SUJ3IT: Well, wo have heard enough about that. That is a 
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pretty snail tiling to go into a great deal of detail about, Mr. Prosocutar. 
I think you oan troll afford to get to scaething olse. Ho has told us of 
the nature of tie incident that provoked the dofo.xiant's breaking into 
tears. Vfe are not interested in a great deal of detail of that. 

_R. SFRBJIEF.: I have no further questions. 

THE PRESimiTi Is that all free this witness? Then, Mr. Witness, 
you are excused fren further attendance. 

How, gotting back on our sohodulc, aro Jicro any of dofonso counsol 
ready to finish up tho presentation of evidonco on behalf of their clionts. 

DR. ASCIC’JtUER (Counsel for tho dofondant Gattinoau): I would lilco 
to offor tho rcoaining clocirents of Supplcnant 3 of Docunont books I to V. 

THE PHESnnrr: Vory iron. 

DR. ASCICIAU2?.: I offer Gattineau Docunont no as Exhibit No. 108* 

I next offor Gattinoau Docunont in as Exhibit 1G? : Gattinoau Document 112 
as Gattinoau Exhibit 190. Gattinoau Document 113 bccooes Oattinoau 
Exhibit 191. Apart froo these,-1 havo an affidavit of Dr. Gattinoaul 
This affidavit I offor with reference to Prosecution's Docunont NI-lf>263 
which was offorod during rebuttal. The prosocution offorod it as thoir 
Exhibit 2237 during robuttal. I havo tte English translation horo and nn 
handing it to your Honors. Thoro aro four copies. This is Document 11 U 
and I offor it as Gattinoau Exhibit 192. 

In conclusion I want to clarify something about Docunont Book I on 
pago VI of tho index. In order to provont any confusion of your Honors, 

I want to point out that in tho Hgncr Docunont C2, which was offorod into 
evidence, tho parentheses around "F Circle" is not contained in tho Ocroan 
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and that the translation In the English was ‘'Circle of Friends" for "F 
Circle* 0 That is ineorroct, It is incorrect to transit* this "F Circle" 
as Huaalor Circlo." If the contents of the parentheses woro proporly 
translated, it would have to road "Circle of leading personalities in the 
Ministry of Propaganda" instead of "Circlo of .Yionds" or "Hinalor Circlo". 

That is all I have to say and that c includes the presentation of ay 
documents. 

I*. SHIECIBR: Ur. President, if you will cacusc an intrusion at this 
tine, I think wc oan nalco the order a little clearer. In view of Dr. 
Gattineau'a now affidavit, Oattinoau Exhibit 192, t/hich enlarges upon the 
statonont ho had nado beforo concerning Verbcr's interrogation, we would 
liko to suboit anothor affidavit by Hr. Vorbcr replying to tho ooro apocifio 
point which tio defendant Dr. Gattinoau now nakos. That is an express 
denial of the point and if tho Oattineau affidavit is proper - nonoly, 
Gattinoau Exliibit 192 — wo suboit that our proposed affidavit is quito 
as propor. 

THE PRESIDENT: toll, non, what is this? You offored your fonaor 
evidence on that subject as robuttal and now her© is tho dofonso undertaking 
to noot tho rebuttal and now you ore offering nw cvidonco on tho subjoct. 

!iR. SPRECiCR: Ur. Prosident, as I understand it, this is a quostion 
that was raisod with respect to so-called proasuro and I take it that is 
a quostion with respect to which wo are entitled to bo heard until no have 
act tho specific iscuos which are raisod. If tho Gattinoau affidavit is 
subaitted, wc suboit that Hr. Vortor's reply is certainly poraissiblo. It 
is on tho direct point. 

TK2 FBESBSBTs toll, I think you aro correct about that. 

1U51 


COURT VI CASE VI 

10 May !i8-2l;->-A-A2H-?riiicau (Katz) 

DR. ASClISIAGSRi Ur. President, nay I then reserve the right to lumd 
in an affidavit of Dr. Gettineau tcoorroir? I gave you that affidavit just 
now and I can givo you tho nano of tho person oaking tho statement, "Dr. 
Gattincau, thin!: of your family." The porson was Ur. Wolffsohn. If your 
Honors consider it iaportant to have an affidavit made about that statoixint, 
of course, you c-a have it. 

THE Hffifl IDfl iT; Porhaps you hotter wait and soo what tho. prosocution 
offor you. You nay not want to answer it. If you do, then you can address 
us afterwards. I/>t«s not anticipate troublo horo. no havo enough in 
actuality. Offer your exhibit, Mr. Prosecutor, and give Dr. Aschonauor a 
copy of it. 

Ut. SPEECIZT.: Ho has quite a few copies, 11•. Prosidont. 

THE PRESIDE FT: Very well. 

IS. SPRSCiCR: Our 111-1529, thon, will become Prosocution Exhibit 
2264. Horo aro copios for tho Tribunal. It is vary short. 

THE PRZSnntlTi Aro you familiar with it, Dr. Aschonauor? 

DR. ASCIHIAUER: Yos, I havo porusod it. 

TIE PRESnJQIT: ilow, you aro asking us to permit you to reply to that 
with anothor affidavit? 

DR. ASCISLUOl: Ilhich is an affidavit which is to confirm what I said 
Just now and to give tho nano of tho porson of tho prosecution wh > oado 
that statoDcnt. If tho Tribunal considers that important and necessary, 
thon you can havo such an affidavit. For tl» rest that quostion can bo 
answered by Dr. Gattincau now in tho witness box if you so da sire it. 

IE. SPTIXICR: • i*. Prosidont, on this quostion of pressure from tho 
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beginning have attempted to Insist upon no rights whatsoever with rospeet 
to placing limitations. lihat I an about to say now is not indicated any 
chango in our policy with respect to this natter. 17e have attempted insofar 
as wo can to answer all these typos of things fully and frankly but if now 
Dr. Aschcnaucr stares to add what ho could liavo said in his first affidavit 
of Gattincau and specify the details, then, of courso, wo will have to ask 
tho details but I Uiink there is a question of ciligenco in not indicating 
what apparently tho defendant Gattincau knew before about this samo point. 

TOE PRESIDENT: TJoll, without establishing any prccodont on tho part 
of tho Tribunal, you bring your affidavit up in the norning and offer it to 
counsol. 

DR. ASCIGLUER: II*. President, I ask your pc mission to call tho 
dofondant Dr. Onttinoau to tho witnoss stand and wo can docido that question 
very easily. I think it would be noro quickly and oxpodiontly handled that 
ray. 

TIE PRES HE IT: Dr. Gattinoau nay take tin witness stand at this tine 
end wo can closo this nattor up; 
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THS FBESUBVt How, counsol, on your own statocect about all wo 
aro concomod with 1 b your answer to this ono single proposition of tho 
Identity of the porson roferrod to. Bo lot us koop on tho road, and onko 
it brlof. 

REDIRECT ELWIHATIC&' 

heihrich c-irinnuu 

IT m. ASCKEHAUERi 

Q, VitnoBB, I rofor you to yur «ath that yu gave boforo tho 
boginning of your dlroct oxaslnatlon. 

1 now -ek you ab'ut tho affidavit I Bubnittod which you signed on tho 
8 th of May 1948. Ib you havo anything to add about tho naao of tho porson 
who cold that you should "think ~f y-ur f felly - ? Havo you anything to 
add? 

A. That poraonswas the head of that *roup of throo non conducting 
that interrogation, and tho nano of that person 1b Mr. Volff.ohn. 

Q. V"§ that tho saee gontlecan who procodod y-u In tho wltnots 

box? 

K Tos, It was. * 

IS. ASCHEKAOBt I havo no furthor questions. 

THE PREGIHEHT: Any questions, Hr. Prosocutor? 

MR. SPR1CHER: Ho question.. 

THE PRESIDES?! Tou are oxcusod. (Wltnoss oxcusod). 

Dr, Sloncro, when do you wish to prosont y ur additional von 

ochnltslor doce&onts? Would y-nx llko to do that this aftorno^n? 

■ 

12 . oIlKERSi I w*'uld bo roady to do this now, but ay oolloaguo naked 
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mo to to permitted to offor semo documents now. 

T3 PHi-Sirtai?: Tory voll. 

DH. H2HZE (Couaol for defendant luglor): I h^vo one more document 
to offor to refute a document which tbo Prosecution submitted during crocs- 
oxraination. This is Kuglor Ifccumont 61, which I offor as Exhibit. 62. 

It is on affidavit of Ik. Goerg Poch and it is dated 4 Hny 1948. Your 
Honors are boing handod an English ccpy. 

ttU conclude, everything I have to offor on behalf of Dr. Eug*r. 

On behalf of ny cliont Dr. Ostcr I hare Bxnnont 3 as Exhibit 14. 

I hare offorod th*t; that was an affidarit of soreral gentlemen which did 
not hr.ro the proper certification. I * now handing the Secretory General 
this offi-’orit with the nocossnry certifications. In ny Doc«ont 33, Exhibit 
43, a statement of Mr. Iolong also did not haro tho oortlflcntion, so that 
at tho tino I was ablo to offor it for identification only. I now haro 
obtained the necessary certification. Since it does not completely coin¬ 
cide with tho prori-u. text, I offer tho new document as Ostcr Document 
58. This is a Trench copy that has boon niooogrnphod and is available. 

Ky D'cumcnt 38, Exhibit 39, wasan affidarit of tho chairman of tho 
a othorlonds _ it wasn't an affidarit, it was only a statement of the 
chairman of the Hot her lands Bank, HoUtropp, and this person informed 
no that ho is in agreement with haring »that affidavit offorod but for 
ror.sons which are understandable ho askod mo to try to hare him do without 
Siring the pe~por certification. I leave it ;*> to T~ur Honors to Judge 
tho probative value. This is all tho -ut.tanding doewsonts. 

THE PHESinEST: Sow I boliero, counsol, that vo have all your documents 
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except your inhibit 30* is that eohreci? 

IB. HEI^i Toe, Exhibit 50 I have offered in several copied to tho 
Secretary C-enoral Just now, but it is in French, in tho original, 

THE PHLSIUHTi Sow, that is Ibcucent 50, Exhibit 50; Ostor? 

IB. KESJZS* Tos, Tour Honor. 

THE PELSIEKST: Itoes that conclude your presentation? 

IB. HBIZBr Tea. 

SHE pHESZUHT: Thank you. 

IB. HERMIT (Counsel for dofendant tor Koor): Mr. Prostdont, in tho 
affidavit about which Hr. Volffsohn was lntorrogatod today, which is to 
bo found in 3o'k 94 of tho Prosocution, on pago 4 of tho original it is 
statod at topi "That is to say, von Schnitslor sa>'e a nuabor of romarks 
which wont to tho offoetthat ho had boon put undor r groat dod of prossuro 
by his fornor collci^uos bocauso of his 'corporation* with Alliod aithor- 
itios during tho investigations in 1945 and bccauso of tho information 
ho had given to then. Ho statod that ho was convincod that tho'criticise 
which Dr. Frlts tor Koor and other technical Vorstand oobbors of Farbon 
had mado wore not only unjustlfiod but that ho was now moro and moro con*. * 
▼incod that his original assortions concerning the dovolopoonts of 1 . 0 . 
r arbon under the IJaxl regiao woro truo." In othor words, Mr. von Bchnltz- 
lor horo chargon tho othor Torstand sasbors, and particularly tho tochnical 
Torotand mccbors , and very particularly oy cliont, Dr. tor Moor, with 
having oxposod hia. Dr. Schnitslor, to considorablo prossuro. I boliovo 
it is my duty to show that tho tochnical coebors of tho Torstand , and 
particularly Ik. Fritz tor Moor, did net exort ouch a prossuro upon Ik. 
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von Schnitslor. I ask that I ho permit tod to call —. tor Moor to tho 
witnoos stand In that rogpoct. 

THE PHIS IT Ei?: I as wondering how your request fits in with tho 
announconont of tho Tribunal with regard to an affidavit of a dofondant 
who doos not testify not boing binding on anyono olso. Sow, if you 
viola to that rulo, then this would bo puro surplus ago. In othor words, 
if tho situation udor which this nattor arises is that you aro under¬ 
taking to havo Ik. tor Moor explain sobo thing that you think nay apply 

\ 

to his, that Is conttdnod in tho affidavit or intorrogatory of Dr. von 
Schnitslor, you aro just borrowing troublo bocauso under tho ruling of 
tho Tribunal Ik. von Schnitslor*s affidavit is no ovldonco against Dr. 
tor Mccr, 

DR. 3I3SDT: Mr. Prosldont, tho passago that I quotod is not a 
passago I took free an affidavit of von Schnitslor. I took it from an 
affidavit of Mr. Volffsohn. Mr. Volffsohn is tho person stating that 
Mr. von Schnitslor aado a cor tain roaark to hla. 

THE FRESXOQRl That is not in an affidavit, you coan? That is 
asido froc thoaffidavit? 

IB. 3ERSDTI It is in tho affidavit of Mr. Volffsohn and it lo not 
in an affidavit of von Schnitslor. 

THE PHESIDBTl I understand. 

IB. 3EHHDTI May I say ono aoro thing! 

THE PRESIDES?* Tes, suroly. 

IB. EEEHDT* I as cxprossly not goix^ to ask hla about what is con¬ 
tained on tho next pago, for thcro is something cental nod froa a von 
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Schnltslcr affidavit. I as not going to sake that tho BUbJoct of ny 
examination; I as only going to ask about Hr. Wolffoohn's statonent about 
Hr. von Schnltslcr 1 s assortion. 

IB. DIX (Budolf)* Kay I say ono thing, ploasoT Your Honoro, 

I am also of tho opinion that my application sado by so this morning 
docs not coror this caso. 

THE PHSSU2HT* I hink you aro right about that. 

IR. B. DIX: I only cado sy application that Insofar as rffidavlto 
or statcoents of dofondants arc containod thnt aro not going to bo 
callod to tho vltnoss stand, but this, as sy colleague proporly str.tos, 

Is tho statement of Dr. Wolffsohn, 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. 3«.mdt, your position, wo think. Is sound, and 
you aro ontitlcd to oak tho dofondant tor Moor. 

Sow tho dofondant tor Moor say tako tho wltnoss stand, but lot 
mo romlr.d you now. Dr. Borndt, of tho vory, very narrow flold of y«ur 
Inquiry, that wo do not wander out Into strango lando. 

IE. BESHDTt Tos, I as woll araro of that. 
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RE DIRECT EXAMINATION 
DR. FRITZ ter ME21 

BY DR. BERNDTs 

Q I want to call your attention to the fact that your statement 
today is ala> subjoct to the oath that you gave at the tioo before your 
direct examination? 

A Yes. 

Q You yourself were in the Cransborg Camp; from what tine until 
what time woro yew in that camp, approximately? 

A From approximately the middle of Juno, 1945, until the first days 
of October, 1946. 

Q C p n you toll me when Mr. von Schnitzlor arrivod in tho Cransborg 

Camp? 

A As far cs I roeenbor on tho socond Christmas Day of 1945. 

Q When had you seen k r. von Schnitzlor for tho last tioo boforo ho 
arrivod in Cransborg? 

A As a result of ny imprisonaent, I had not scon him for quite a 
while, of ccwrao, ospodally bocauso I was nr res tod in Italy. I mitfit have 
seen him last during ay last visit from PnmkfUrt in February, 191.5. In 
other words, I had not soon him fer approximately ono yonr. 

Q Did you share ono roco »dth k r. von Schnitzler? 

A Yes, 

1 At Christmas 1945, the time when Dr. von Schnitzlor errivod in 
Cransborg wore there tensions or differences of any kind? 

A No, not at all. Thoro was no reason for that. Our relationship 

14159 



10 May«A-IlM26-2-Stewart (int. Katz) 
Court 71 Caao VI 


was formal, tho same as it had been before in former years. The only 
thing that was different was that U r . von Schnitzlor was in a physical 
and mental stato of depression. Otherwise, everything olse was normal. 

Q When did you and Ur. von Sghnitzler for tho first time talk about 
the so-callod statement of Geheimrat Schmitz? 

A That was on the 12th of *»arch, 1946, during a Joint discussion 
with sovoral colleagues and where Ur. von S c hnitzler was also prosent in 
ay roca. Wo saw immediately at the time that that statement of *r. Schmitz 

• 9 

was ccrplotcly mistaken, in many points and particularly irt'tochnical points, 

0 

and that wr.s the reason for drafting tho so-callod Cransberg Memorandum, 
which is p rosocution»s Documonfc 5187, Exhibit 334. This memorandum was 
sent to FIAT in Frankfurt, on 30th of k*rch, 1946. 

Q What is FIAT, for explanation? 

A I only know tho abbreviation. I don't know it. 

Q I do not knew it either. 

UR. SPRECHER: It is Fiold Intelligence Agoncy, Technical". 

BY DR. BERNDT: 

Q That is tho agency that investigated Farben's activities and had 
its office in Hocchst; is that right? 

A *os, 1 assume so. 

Q Who signed this mccorandua and the letter to FIAT? 

A The mcoorandua and the letter to FIAT was si^od by mo personally. 

In tho lottor to FIAT it was pointed out expressly that the memorandum 

had been discussed with the other gcntlaacn at Cransberg from the Vorstend 

of Farbon end that these people wore in agreement about tho content. 
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TOE PRESTDOTT: Dr. Bcmdt, I aa advised by ay asscciatos, and I 
think they are correct, that there is an affidavit in evidence fully 
covering that phase of your inquiry. If that is true, you should not 
go over this field again. If jou wish to get to the very narrow and 
specific question upon thich you predictated your request to recall 
the witnoss, you are erfcitled to do it, but it is a very narrow field. 

DR. BERNDT: Ur. President, I as new cooing to that, but I do not 
believo that tho following questions I «a going to ask now, would have 
boon understood without ny p re 1 ini nary questions. 

Q You just said now. Dr. ter Heer, that in this acoorandura it 
was stated that tho other Vorstaitf centers wore in agrecoont with tho 
context of that ntoorandua. Did this stntcoait about the agroomont of 
the other Vorstard oenbors include Ur. von Schnitzlor as well? 

A I oust first correct s(nothing. It was not in tho manorandua 
whore it was stated; it was tho accaapanying lcttor. 

Q I bog your pardon. 

A This statoaont in tho loiter included kj*. von Schnitfclor quito 
cloarly. That can be seen frco the fact that Ur. von Schnitzlor, in his 
lottcr of tho 10th of Juno, 1%6, to FIAT, says in tho last paragraph of 
that lottcr, that he is anong thoso persons who wore in agrccaont with tho 
drafting of tho ceoorandum and tho signing of tho raoaorandum. 

Q During tho conversations which proceded tho drafting of tho 
so-called aesorandua, - during thoso conversations did you or any of your 
colleagues oxort any pressure upon k r . von Schnltzlcr, and particularly 
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to the offcct that he should recognize and agree with tho context of 
this memorandum? 

+ • • 

A No, that was not tho case at all. The events wero tho following. 

Wo got knowledge of Mr. S c taitz* statements and that caused us, to say 

w 

the least, some surprise, since it contained some orronoous statements, 

* 0 m 

and that, of course, wo talked about it, and that during those drcumstancoa 
we immediately gat the idoa that eithor togothor or one of us, should mako 
a correction or reply to this statement of Schmitz. 

I aado such a memorandum. It was talked ovor during the rogular 
meetings in a circle of A or 5 people, overy coming, in which ^r. von 
Schnitzlor undoubtedly was prosent, whon wo dictatod tho text, tho changes 
woro dl consulted about togother, ard finally, tho toxt, with tho agreement 
of all pooplo prosont was sent out also with tho agreement of Mr. von 
Schnitzlor. As 1 state in my lettor, tho only ono »*io did not join in this 

• 

connon agreement wns M r ; Schnitz, and I pointed out that fact in tho lottor. 

Q Did Mr. von Schnitzlor object to tho contents of tho lottor? 

A No. 

Q In your statement on tho 30th of April, in this courtroom, you 
mentioned a cortain difference of opinion between joursolf and M r. von 
Schnitzlor. What broutfit this difforonco of opinion about? 

A It can bo explained very easily from a psychological point of vlow. 

That small personal friction may arise if two persons who are not very 

• # 

young any more, havo to livo togothor in a small rows. Added to that, 

was tho fact that Mr. von S c hnitzlor and I are porsons of very varying 

• . ^ 

naturos, and for some minor reason, something became too much for mo, and 
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since I saw kr. von S^initzler to bo tho spiritual father of tho 
incrininoting statements oado by Ur. Schmitz, I told this, in a very 
unmistakable nannor, to kr. von Schnitzlor. That was the conflict in 
June of 1 946, 

Q I notlco that you only speak of Geheiorat Schmitz’ statement, 

* 

but I have a very thick volume before me; I was given Prosecution Book 16, 
with a number of other statements made by kr. von Schnitzlor, all of 
which are dated "1945". DLcki’t thoso statements havo anything to do vdth 
causing your difforonccs of opinion with K r . von Schnitzlor? 

A No, wo did not know of them at the time. ?hosc statements 
contained in Book 16 of tho Prosecution, bocnao known to us only during 
the trial hero in Nuernborg, 

Q But you must have known that Dr. von Schnitzlor was ropontedly 
interrogated in tho course of tho succor of 1945? 

A Yos, wo knew that. Uc knew that from his colloaguos, for 
instanco. Dr. Ilgnor who was togothor with him Airing that time, but 
about tho dotailod contonts of his statomonts, ho did not toll us anything, 
Q Didn't you over ask Mr. von Schnitzlor about it at tho time? 

• 

A Yes, wo asked him very urgently about tho situation. Aftor 

tho orronoous statcoont of *r. Schmitz, made pertly with tho assistance 

# • 

of Hr. von Schnitzlor, wo feared of ccvrso, that perhaps soma orronoous 

or wrong stctcoonts or other statements which might incriminnto our fim 

* • 

erroneously, might havo boon made othorwise, end wo wantod to know that 
too, but k r< von Schnitzlor did not want to make any dotailod statements 
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about those things at the tine. 


Q You say, "To us"; who else talked to ^r. von Schnitzlor and cskod 


A It was always the saac group of poople who net Airing a nunfcor 


him? 


of weeks overy morning in my roce, and who talked about the so things, 
because wo could not know whether perhaps seme indictment might bo launched 
against us, since a list of leading Fax-ben personalities had been published 
in the United States. A nuobor of questions wo recalled mutually to our 
minds which mi git be of importance if any indictment was lebnchod against 
the so peoplo, and in these conferences Ur. von Schnitzlor, Dr.von Kniorico, 

Dr. Ilgncr ard * myself participated rogularly. The other throo Vorstand 

# . ) • 

mcsfcers, who woro Dr. Hocrlcdn, Gajewski and Buotefisch did not participate 
regularly. Scmotimcs one and anothor tiao another one. 

DR. BEHNDIt Ur. President, I have no further questions. 
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THE FRESIBSiT: Anything further? 

BY DR. SEVERS: 

Q. Dr. Ter iicr, in the spring of lyitf - in Ifarch and April l?li7 - 
wore you able to spook to Dr. ven Schnitzlor hero in llurntarg in the prison? 

A. Ho. Cccauso of the prohibition to talk I didn't have a chance to 
speak oven a single uord to hi a, 

Q. Was ii-. von Schnitzlor in tbo s.aao wing of the prison as you and 
th- other people of Farbon? 

A. Hot as far as I renembor. 

THE PRESxBaiT: to. Siceors, you're gott-ng out of thd fiold of propor 
examination of this defendant. 

DR. SE32JIS: I should be grateful if you could pornit me to as 1: 
thoso questions because they supplement ay questions to Mr. Wolffoshn and 
it twuld clarify tiw facta a little noro. 

THE PRESIDE*!?: Thoro's nothing in the .olffsohn affidavit about that, 
is thoro? I don't rcacabor anything in the -/'olffsohn affidavit about tho 
dofondants not boiug pernittod to talk togothor or bo togothor in tho prison, 
Thit was brought in tho ex am ination. That's Just tho troublo. If \to got 
away free the propor subject of inquiry into other things, thoro'a really 
no end to tho natter. Ho*', if I an wrong about tliat and tlkoro is anything 
in tho Wolffsohn affidavit on that subject. I'll cliango tho ruling very 
promptly, but I don't think thoro is. 

DR. SDijJS: ii*. President, tho ifolffsohn affidavit say3 that i)r. von 
Schnitzlur was not undo subject to any restrictions during the timo of his 
interrogations hero in Kurnborg, by Ur. Sprcchcr. 
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THE PUSSIES IT« That's quito on entirely different thing froa restrict¬ 
ions that say havo been imposed soao place where ho was in prison. You would 
quito naturally construe that to do an that he wasn't under any pressure 
when ho was intorroeatod. That is the natural and logical conclusion; 
that there was restriction on hin in the prism or somewhere else before, 
scons to mo is outsido the scope of that affidavit. 

DR. SECIES: lfr. President, I wanted to show that upon instigation 
of the prosecution Icr. von Schnitclur was treated differently from tho othor 
persons of Farbon. I believe thoso arc restrictions which night havo an 
influence. 

TI£E PRESIDENT: Very w 0 U, wo'll solve tho problon for you. Wo don't 
want to keep rcoponing issuoa horo. Tho Tribunal irill oxcrciso its arm 
discrotion and ask tho witness one question and with that wo'll terminate 
this inquiry. 

Dr. Tor ifeor, is it or is it not a fact that in tho prison tho privil¬ 
eges of association botwcon tho dofondants wore restricted with rospoct to 
Dr. von Schnitzlor? Your associations with hin, as distinguished froa tho 
associations bctwcon othor defendants? 

THE I/ITliSSSt I cannot say that. Our frccdoo of novonent at tho tina 
was so snail and wo, amongst oursolvos, wore completely prohibited frai 
speaking to each othor and, thoroforo, I cannot conparo Jir. von Schnitzlor's 
situation with other pcoplo's situation, and they differed only because of 
tha fact that ho was in another wing of tho prison. But again this I cannot 
stato definitely bccauso very shortly after arrived horo again in 
April, Ur. von S c hnitzlor was taken to Dachau so that we uoro horo tog other 
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only for a period of approximately eight days, At any rate, I was in ono 
ccranon cell with Dr. Hgnar during those oight days and we could speaJ: 
togothor, but Dr. von Schnitzlor was kept in coniincncnt separately. 

THE PRESIDSilT: That's onough, isn't it? 

BY DR. SIE1ERS: 

Q. Did you oat togothor with tho other gcntlcnon? 

A. Only with Dr. Ilgnor because ro cat in our coll. 

DR. SHU EC: I havo no further questions. 

THE PRESIDT5. f T; Anything further with Dr. ?-r Ifccr now on the part 
of any nenber of counsel? Then you're excused, Doctor, and’’you nay roturn 
to your soat. 

iiR. SPRECliER: lr. President, Hr. Wolffsohn has returned at ny request 
and I would lilco to havo hin called to tho stand in connoction with tho 
sane uettor that tho defendant Gattincau t a lked about. I think that it 
won't take but a ninutc. 

TH2 P.IESIDSHT: That's Just sixty seconds. 

Take tho witness stand, Ur. Wolffsohn. 

Try to lcocp tho inquiry in tho narrc*r field hero. Hr. Prosocutor. 

HAilS TOLPFSOMf, a witness, took tho stand and testified os follows: 

•• 

DIRECT EXAHDIATiOil 

BY IiR. SPRECHER: 

Q. Itr. Yfolffsohn, you havo been on tho stand today and I thin': you 
know fron all tho intorrogations, you aro still considered to be under 

Do you recall an interrogation in tho evening in February or Kerch, 
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soaetino before the ireiictcent was issued, whan you were present rhon 
the defendstn Gattineau was interrogated? 

A Ice. 

Q I have cno question. During that interrogation or any other 
interrogation, did you ever say to Dr. Gattineau or to ary other inturro- 
gatee, that in asking his answers ho sh-wld consider his f amily ? 

A ffc>, sir. 

Q Did ycu evor say anything that *ns in substance like that - 
anything in substanco like thit or any sinilar fact to Dr,'Gattineau or 
ary other intorroeatoo? 

A Mo. 

LB. SPTECHERi No furthor questions. 

THE PRESICENTj That does close tho issue on that. Vory well, 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY DR. ASCHT..V.WS: 

Q Mr. Wolffsohn, in ordor to refresh your memory, my I ask you in 
connection with the interrogation, didn't you say to Mr. Oattinoau "Are 
you carried?" 

A Mn. * 

Q Do yew preclude that possibility altogether? 

A Yes, because I had looked at Hr. Oattinoau*s questionnaire vhilo 
it was in ay office with other questionnaires and I node tho rvcosgary 
notes cn ny file index cards. 

Q Didn't you say that when you wanted to draw Gattineau'a attention 
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to the fact cr when you thought you had to point this fact out to ta*! 
Gattincau when, in your opinion, he had contradicted himself rope a telly? 

A Me, such a remark I consider incorroct and I didn't do this. 

Q apart fren Mr. Verber 1&10 else was present during that examination? 

A Mr. Levy. 

Q Thon you hold the opinion that you did not oako tho renark "Think 
of your family?" 

TH£ FRFSJDPOT: Counsel, the witness has nado it specific that ho 
did not take that remark or that in substance anything like it and that's 
tho only thing ho was asked about fcy Ur. Sprocher and there's no use of 
havisg hin repeat his testimony over and over. That ends it, 

BY DR. ASCHEHAUER: 

Q Thon I hare one last quosticn. Didn't you also say to Lr. Gatt- 
inoau in tho connection Z stated: "You, Dr, Gattincau, know what's 
going tc happen to you"? 

A Aa I to answer to that? 

(1 Ploaso go ahead. 

A Certainly not and I didn't knew rhat would happen to hin anyhow, 

THE PRESIDENT: He's answered yur question with an onphatic no. 

THE VSICSSs sorry, Ycur Honor, 

DP.. ASCKENkUER: Thank you. I haro no further quostions. 

DR. SUTILES i May I fill in tho last five ninutes, Mr. Prosidont, 
in offering docunonts? 

I an concerned with ay Docunont Book 10 which contains only supple¬ 
mentary documents about Francolor. 
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THE PPESIIE*rr: You nean Book 31, do ynu not. Dr. Sieners? 

OIL SXEMEftSt Ho, 10 and II, Ur. President. 

THE PRFSITENT: Vo don't seen to havo nny Bock 10. 1 To do not havo 
a Book 10. % have a Docunont Bock 11. 


DR. SIFUERS: 10 and 11 were processed upstairs with Judge liorrlll'e 
pe mission and they were supposed to be finis hod sinultancously, 

THE PFESIIENTi None of us have any Book 10. 

DR. SIEUERSi Hay I then at least off or Book 11 and bo poirdttcd 
to offer Bock 10 teoarrow? I shall find out what happened to it. 

THE PRESIDENT: Vory well. 

DR. SrUFRSx Docunont 193, Exhibit 183. fccuncnt 194, Exhibit 16L< 
Docuncnt 195, Exhibit 185. 196 is Exhibit 186, an affidavit of Hans 
von Raunor. Docuncnt 197, Exhibit 187, an affidavit of Wilholn Yangon. 
Docunont 198, Exhibit 188, an affidavit of Dr. Folia Ehmann ft-m tho 
Zcononic Group Chonical Industry. Docuncnt 199, Exhibit 189, an affi¬ 
davit of Frits Fiachop-Jcno about the Exposition and Fairs C omit toot 
Dccuncnt 20U, Exhibit 190, an affidavit of Erich Mueller abrut tho 
foreign organisatiwi of the Party. Dxunent 205, I bcp. your pardon. 

Tho previs-us docunont tfiich was correctly given by tho interpreter was 
20i and not 200. That was Exhibit 190. Docunont 205, Exhibit 191, an 
affidavit of ilionthor Frank-Fahlo abnit the opposing attitude towards 
d h ‘- Abwchr Dopartnent. Docunont 206, Exhibit 192, an affidavit of Drwin 
Kritzor. Docuncnt 207, Exhibit 193, an affidavit of Kurt Naddaki. 
Ibeunent 200, Exhibit 194, an affidavit of Boldt. Docuncnt 209 is 
Exhibit 195, an affidavit of Olga Roscngart-Schnitzlor. Docuncnt 210 Is 

Exhibit 196, an affidavit of Dr. Rcirhanl Goldberg. Docuncnt 211 is 
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Exhibit 197, an affidavit ef Wilholn Bomann. That's not the politically 
notorious Bomann tut the pers. n free Farbcn in Frankfurt, 214 is Ex¬ 
hibit 198 and Cbcunent 215 is Exhibit 199. 216 is Exhibit 200, all 
three affidavits .if kr. ven Szilvinyl. Djcunent 217 is Exhibit 201, 
an affidavit of Hermann Mohr and Drcunent 218 is Exhibit 202, the latter 
a Joint affidavit on behalf of the defendant von Schnit t ler made by 29 
of his former subordinates and I should nerely like to refer that that 
affidavit was made without ary of tho assistance of tho defonsc, carte 
out on the own initiative of the etyloyeoa. Document 219.1 havo alroady 
offered as Exhibit 181 during the e x ami n ation of Dr. Gooring. Tnls 
is his affidavit about the Reich Group Industry. Docunent Book 11 Is 
concluded and I should therefore by glad to offor *our Honors Docunent 
B ok 10 tonirr'-w. There are four or five documents that havo boon ro- 
ceivod in tho acantmo from the Docunent Center, Jboo 316, which must 
bo sub nit ted without translation. I cun dr so now or parhaps trnerrow. 
What would you rather havo nc do7 

THE PRFSi'DfcOTj ’to have had a protty busy day. Dr. Siemors, and sinoo 
ycu do have a bone to present in the n-a-nine, wo '11 allow you to «ffor 
thoso additional deevsaonts at the samo time. 

Are there ary anncuncccentw that aro necessary nowbeforo wo recoss 
for tho day? If not, say I, on behalf of tho Tribunal, surest to ycu 
gentlemen who tavo not yet ccepletod the Drosontation of ycur odd books 
and documents to get then in shapo tc pr cptly prosont then tomorrow. 

>.o shall havo that ©attcr to deal with and also two witnesses so it 
will bo a rather busy day and wo want tc take advantage of every m merit 
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of available tioo. 

The Tribunal is in recess until 9:00 o’clock tcoorror nomine, 
(A rccoss iras taken until 0900 hours, 11 kay 191:8) 
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CBHTIFICASE OP COMkISSIOXER 


Under dlreotlves of United States Military Tribunal Mo. 6 , 
tost loony of witnesses listed below ns required to be taken boforo 
the undersigned Coaaissioner. Pursuant thereto the said Corrilssionor 
has conduoted hearings at whloh the following wltnessos have fblly 
tostlfiedi 


Of f ioiii l_Tron« c_rj_pt_ 

10875-10507 

III 20 -III 63 

11165-11175 

11177-11199 

11293-U33Q 

lllM-11^90 

H 507 -H 612 

11706-11723 

11827-1181*1 
,1181*2-11860 
‘ 11061-11070 

12090-12120 
12129-1211*0 
12337-12370 
12707-12777 
121*61-121.90 
12500-12512 
12590-12621 
12071-12909 
12910-12953 
13075-13092 
1295k“12960 

13065-13075 
13093-13133 
13620-13629 
13651-13719 
132146-13269 
13271-13291 
13292-13316 
13U2-131450 
131450-131460 
13U61-131479 
13100-13109 
13566-13619 
13720-13735 
13061-13691 
Ilil73-llil01 
H4I95-II4209 
11 * 210 - 11*220 ' 
11*221-11*21*5 
11*377-11*3014 
114387 - 11 * 1*214 
11*1*25-11*1*39 
11*1*1*0-11*1*55 
11*102-11*191* 


During th* said proceedings the following exhibits have 
been offered In evidence: 


Date 

0 April 191*8 
9 April 191*0 
12 April 1910 

12 April 191*8 

13 April 191*0 
ll* April 191*8 

15 April 191*0 

16 April 191*0 

19 April 191*0 

20 April 191*0 

20 April 191*0 

21 April 191*8 
21 April 191*8 
23 April 191*8 

28 April 191*0 
26 April 191*8 

26 April 191*8 

27 April 1910 

29 April 1910 

29 April 191*8 

30 April 191*0 
25 April 1910 
30 -»prll 191*0 


hare of Witness 


' 1.6 Iter harllsont 
Kurt Kruoger 
Karl Weber 
Paula Aster 
Erast Struss 
Christian Zahn 

a a 

Bernhard Sohoenor 
Adalbert Felndal 
Josef Grobol 
Gustav Plstor 
Bnll do Haas 
Hoiarioh Sohuh 
Heinrich Sohindler 
a a 

halter Klkuth 
Hans Sauer 
Dlibels Duollborg 
Theo Goldschcldt 
..aton Aelthlnger 
a a 

Rudolf von Sprotty 

a an 

Rudolf Scheldt 


5 Uy 191*8 

A 

■. ■ 

6 l ay 191*8 


a a 

3 Key 1910 


Wolfgang «lt 

3 key 191*8 


Carl Oadow 

3 Uy 191*8 

A 

Xurt Hartman 

1* key 191* 


a a 

l. key 191*0 


Frits Dion 

1* kay 191*6 


Kurt Els fold 

1* Uay 191*6 


Adolf Taub 

5 key 191*8 


Ernst Struss (for Pros.) 

6 kay 1918 

k 

Werner Sohnltc 

7 key 191*0 


a a 

10 Lay 191*8 


kex Winkler 

10 l ay 19L8 


Frits Hirsoh 

10 Uay 191:8 


Ernst Krosohwskl 

10 kay 19i*8 

k 

Frans FUorstonborg 

11 kay 1910 


a a 

11 kay 1918 


Heins Savoleberg 

11 kay 1910 


Karl Runseheldt 

ll kay 1918 


Heinhold 

10 May 1910 


Prlcdrioh Selcher 




saosscmes exhibits 


Exhibit 

2302 

2303 
2301; 

2305 

2306 

2307 
2309 

2311 

2312 
231 U 

2315 

2316 

2317 

2318 

2319 

2320 

2321 
2326 

2329 
2323 

2330 

2331 

2332 

2333 
233 U 


SI So. 


Offioial Transcript 


PS 2353 C 

10899 

L79 

10901. 

11.036 

mU5 

llrf>3U 

11182 

.15070 

li£36 

11183 

11302 

. 11232 

11312 

15062 

11327 

15063 

11330 

11257 

11168 

135 2L 

111/73 

11256 

11173 

11^51 

11252 

111.85 

111.76 

lliOlli 

>11.82 

11239 

11831. 

13081. 

, 11812 

10532 

12615 

10528 

12616 

10907 

12706 

13525 

12733 

15021 

12878 

3763 

12915 

151W 

12921 

1511* 

12923 

861.7 

12927 

15132 

12933 

15 H 4 

129 U2 

11.0*8 

13106 

1353U 

13111 

15215 

13126 

15260 

13620 

15173 

13286 

7637 - 

- 13728 

7666 

15290 

13750 

11.382 

15296 

11.392 


2337 • 15»l. 

2*36 U.C*8 13106 

2339 1353U }jm 

25)0 15215 13126 

23 LI 15266 13620 

2312 15173 13286 

23L5 7657 - * 13728 

23 L 6 7666 1373° * 

2552 * 15290 l(i302 

5353 • 15296 H*392 

I, the undorslgnod Conr.iss loner, do hereby oortlfy that tho 
aforesaid official trmsorlpt pages oonprlse o full, truo nnd oorreot 
report of suoh proceedings, tost loony and eTldonoo hoard and recorded 

therein before oe. 


Dated at hurnberg, Germny, kay 28, 191.8. 


Cc^oissloner of Tribunal No. 6 
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Official Transcript of hearing before a Connissioner 
for Military Tribunal VI, Case VI, in the matter of 
the United States of Aswica against Karl Krauch, et 
al, defendants, sitting at Numberg, Germany, on 
10 May 19l*g, Commissioner Johnson T. Crawford, presiding. 

THE MARSHALS The Cooaission for Tribunal VI ia now in session. 

THE COMMISSIONER! Is this the prosecution's witness or the defense 
witness? 

3Y DR. SIEMERS (for Dr. von SchniUljr)i Dr. Mnkler is a witness who 
aade out an affidavit. The prosecution has informed me that they want 
to cross examine Dr. Winkler; therefore I aa caking Dr. Winkler avail¬ 
able for croea examination. As far as I am informed, this ia the 
affidavit Schnitslsr Document 121* which was offered as Exhibit 127 and 
was admitted by the Court as such. This ia in Volume VII of my document 
books. This is an affidavit of Dr. Winkl.r of 22 March 19US and concerns 
itself with the Boruta. Is the affidavit correct in this form, witness? 

A. Y»s. 

q. I Just have one more additional question. Hhen Dr. Herle and 
-oheiarat Uahnke had decided for economic reasons to sell Boruta, wero 
thire any other people interested at ttat time? 

A. Yes. 

Q. That ia, a firm who wanted to take over Boruta? 

A. Yis. I recall that a firm from Frankfurt on the Main tried to 
obtain tha snt*rprise. But I . 

q. Pardon me. Do you know the name of this firm? 

A. At the moment, I can't remember. 

q. Well, since you say Frankfurt on the Main . 
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THE COMMISSIONER: Well, If you are going to question the witness, 

I don't think he has been sworn as yet. 

DR. SIEMUtS: I beg your pardon, sir. 

DR. MAX WINKLER, a witness, took the stand and testified as follows: 

THE COMMISSIONER: The witness will raise his right hand and take 
the oaths 

I swear by God, the Almighty and Osniacient, that I will speak tho 
pure truth and will withhold and add nothing. 

THE COMMISSIONER: The witness will be seated. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY DR. SIEMENS: 

Q. Would you please repeat the confirmation of the affidavit? 

A. I made out the affidavit on the 22 of March 19U», and gave it 
to the attorney, Dr. Siemers. I confirm that this represents ny opinion 
and ay testimony. 

Q. •'ill you then answer the question I Just put to you: were 
there any other people who were interested at tho time when the main 
trustee offices decided to sell Boruta? 

A. Y,s. A firm from Frankfurt on tha Main tried to acquire the 
enterprise. In the meantime, I was able to recall the name. The 
Proprietors of this firm were called Gutbrod. 

Q. Dr. Winkler, were there any special reasons Why the main trustee 
office Ea3t sold Boruta to Farben instead of Gutbrod? 

A. According to the information we received, Gutbrod were not 
experts in this field. I didn't receive good information about then 
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otherwise, and I was convinced that they did not have the necessary 
financial means to pay for the enterprise and to expand it, which was a 
prsrequisite for continuing the entarprisa. 

Q. Thank you. I have no further questions. Dr. flinklsr is avail¬ 
able for cross examination. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY DR. NOTMAN: 

J 

Q. Dr. Winkler, in the affidavit before you, you made some state¬ 
ment concerning the Boruta plant in Poland, concerning the party who 
took the initiative in Farben's acquiring title, concerning the purchase 
price, the investment contemplated, th* eastings attended by you, and 
so on. - Now do you recall that I also intsrrogated you on this topic 
on Sip timber 9, 19U7? 

A. las, I recall. 

3. Do you recall whethir your statasent at the time was made 
under oath? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Hera you given an opportunity to read the transcript of your 
interrogation before signing and did you then sign it? 

A. las, I read the transcript baforshand and then I signed it. 
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Q. Not I shall rsad to you the last half page of your Interrogation. 
Slnca * shall r*ad it in the English, you will also ba given a Ginnan 
original photostatic copy of your intsrrogation, NI-15292, which we nark 
for idantification only as Exhibit 2350. Please listen carefully and 
then tell us whether you recall that this at the tine was your interro¬ 
gation. Not I quote: 

"Q. Do you ranwiber the sale of Boruta? 

"A. Boruta? 

e 

"Q. That is a polish chaaicals factory which was located near Lodz. 

% 

"A. I know that there w*ra negotia tions, as far as I know, with 
I.G., but I an in no position to give you details about it since I have 
not conducted these negotiations personally. 

"Q. w ho did conduce then? 

"A. As far as I know, the manager of my department Economy, Dr. 

Jakob Hirle, H-E-R-L-E." 

Not let ae direct you for a accent. In th8 Oirman original minutes 
before you, do you seo that the stenographer had taken down your answar 
by Just saying, I quote, "The manager of ay department Econosy, Dr. 

Jakob H*rle." Tou will then see the two letters: MR. These two letters 
have been added in longhand standing for "mainas Vfissens" — according 
to ny knowledge. Will you please tell us, have these two letters been 
insartad by you in your own handwriting? 

A. Yjs, I inserted those. 

Q. Thank you. Now I shall go on reading the last part of the 


ninutas. 
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"Q* is ha at present? ■ ("He" refers to Dr. Herle.) 

"A. I don't know. Ha used to be in Berlin. 

"Q. You don't know of any details? 

"A. I understand ha was daportad by the Russians. 

"Q. Did you know G., he inrat kahnka, U-A-H-N-K-E? 

"A. Vaguely. I know th.t there was such a man, but I did not 
know him psrsonally. As far as I can remember, Herle conducted the 
negotiations. I can raeesfcar only quite vaguely that thjre were nego¬ 
tiations, that they ware drawn out, to and fro, and then, as far as I 
member, one day they reached a result." 

Now Just tall me, are these the answer# you gave me at that time? 

A. Yes. I signed these minutes and I gav* the answers as they 
are here. 

Q. Dr. Winkler, where are you staying at present? 

A. Tho hospital of the court prison. 

(J. And where were you sUying at the time of the interrogation? 

A. H,ra, in the court prison. 

Q. Hava you continually been in prison since that time? 

A. Y.,a. 

W. Thank you. Now is it not true that on the strength of your 
interrogation, from which I ns Just r*ading the last part, an affi¬ 
davit was prepared which *J then signed and sworn to by you? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Now the Carman copy of your affidavit, dated Septeaber 9, 

19U7, will be submitted to you. We introduca this affidavit in evidence 
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undar its old axhibit nucbar 1132. It is MI-10727. I would like to 
sUts for tha record that this affidavit was originally introduced by 
tha prosscution but lata- withdrawn. It is now being reintroduced. 

It can b j found in Prosecution Document Book 55, English Page 30, and 
Gsrman Pag 3 1*2. No* will you pleas j follow a wh* 1 r^d to you tha 
last two lines '-f this affidavit. You hire sUta, I quota, 

"I qysjlf did not negotiate concsrning Farbsn's acquisition of 
Boruta; as far as I r^esbj* H«rr Jakob Hn-rla was competent for this; 

I might be mistaken, howevjr." 

Mow please Just tell us whether you r»call that you rtad, corrected, 
swors to, and signed this affidavit7 

A. Y.s, I read the affidavit; I swore to it; and I signed it too. 

Q. Thank you. I have no further questions. 
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DR. SIDGP.S: Dr. Siemers. 


REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

BI DR. SIEMERS: 

Q. Dr. Winkin', you know the affidavit of 22 March 19h&, the 
affidavit of 9 September 19U7, that is Exhibit 1132, and your interro¬ 
gation. Do you have these or do you recall these documents so well that 
you can tell me whether in your opinion there is a contradiction in 
these three documents? 

A. No, I cannot find any contradiction in them. During the in¬ 
terrogation in March I was questioned by Dr. Newman, and I told him 
what 1 remembered. I have had to deal with thousands and ten thousand 
cases like that in the course of business. 

DR. NEiMAN: For the record, I would like to state a mistake. You 
mean Septsafcer 19U7, not March? 

THE iITHESS: That is right, September 19i*7. I testified at the 
time to those things «hich I was able to remember after such a long 
time and during an interrogation for which I was not propared. I did 
not recall anything more, and I could not testify to anything more than 
I was in a position to do, according to the bast of my conscience and 
recollection. When I went further during tho interrogation of Dr. 
Siemers, it was because Dr. ^ieaers made available to se documents and 
pertinent material about these things which considerably refreshed ny 
memory and put me in a position to treat the matter in more detail, to 
organize it better and then to testify. If I had had anything to support 
my memory or any documents during the first interrogation, then I probably 
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would also hava bean in a position to rscall more, but as natters stood, 

I couldn't do this until later on. 

Q. You spoke of documents which I showed you. Were these the 
documents which the prosecution had submitted, do you remember? 

A. No. You reminded me of the fact, or rather, you showed rae, Uat 
I had approved this sales agreement, and I thus had the possibility of 
recalling the nattsr, which I was not able to do from ny own memory after 
so many years. 

y 

Do you rsBember, Dr. "inkier — I don't know, maybe you didn't 
see it — that I showed you these things to refresh your memory by show¬ 
ing you documents which I received from the prosecution? 

A. I don't kn<w that exactly. I don't know what documents thoy 
were. . 

Q. Do you rmenber, Dr. Winkler, that I showed you, for instance, 
the sales agreement which revealed that ths sales agreement had been 
concluded by Dr. Uahnke? 

A. Yes. 

Q. For ths record, I would like to say that this is one of the 
documents, that is Exhibit 1150, from Prosecution Document Book 56. 

Dr. Winkler, you Just said, and you said that in your affidavit, too, 
that considerable investments were necessary? 

A. Yu. 

Q. Could you briefly tell us if you still know what in general 
these invsstmsnts wars needed for? 

A. To the bsst of sy rscollection for everything which is needed 
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for such a factory, that is, technical installations, machinery, con¬ 
structions, and I still rmember today that mention was made of tho 
construction of workers' homes because the factory was away frcra the 
town and there was no space to house ths workers. In other words, we 
had to construct soeaa such accosrnodations. 

Q. Do you ran amber whether these were Polish workers or other 
workers? 

A. I nsvsr was in that town, but to the best of ny general recol¬ 
lection these were almost exclusively Polish workers. J, don't know of 
any othsrs who were there. Of course, there night have been Germans 
among them, but I don't know, at any rats, those workers, who were 
thirs previously. 

Q. I beg your pardon if I ask too much of you, but do you happon 
to rirwmbar approximately how many workers were in Boruta — I would 
like to have an approximate estirate apart from the sales agreement. 

A. I don't resenber that, exactly, but I could estimate . . . 

UR. HERMAN: I object to this question. It has nothing to do with 
ay cross examination. 

COMMISSIONER: The objection will be noted in the record. 

DR. SIEMERS: For Mr. Newman's sake, I shall withdraw tho question. 
I hava no further questions. 

COMMISSIONER: Any other defense counsel wish to question tho wit¬ 
ness? Then do3S the prosecution have any further questions? I believe 
this is all we hava until 1*30. So tha prosecution will take a recess 
until 1:30. 

(A racass was taken.) 
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THE MARSHAL: The Cocnission is again in session. 

DR. EISENBLAETTER: Dr. Eisenblaett*r for Professor Lautenschlaegar. 

I would like to make a brief announces?nt. Of the witnesses for Professor 

/ 

Luatanschlaegar and of his affiants. Professor Bieling has been asked 

to appsar for cress examination by the Prosecution. We received the 

massage that he is ill, but thit he can always be interrogated in 

Marburg rtisre he lives. Ha is in bed all tha time and he is not able 

to traval, but he can be ex a nined. 

THE COMMISSIONS?: Very well, tha Prosecution will take notice of 
• ^ 
that announcement, 

MR. MINSKOFF: That amouncenant was also made in open court today. 
THE COMMISSIONER: Very wall. 

DR, FLAECKSNER: (For Buetefisch): Mr. Commissioner, I ask per¬ 
mission to call the witness, attorney Dr. Friedrich Silcher. 

FRIEDRICH SHCHER, a witness will stand, raise his right hand and 
repeat: 

I swear by God, the Almighty and Omniscient, that I will speak the 
pure truth and will withhold and add nothing. 

(The witness repeated the oath.) 

THE COMMISSIONER: The witness has bean sworn. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY DR. FLAECKSHER: 

Q. Witness, the Prosecution wlshds to cross examine you about 
your affidavit which you made out as Buatafisch Document *06 on JO June 
19V7, and which is in Document Book VIII of the Buatafisch volumes. 
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May I ask you whether you have the document book in front of you? 

A. I 3 s. 

Q. Do you have any additional remarks to make about the document 
or any corrections to make? 

A. No. 

DR. FLAECHSNER: The witness is available to the Prosecution. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY UR. MINSKOFF: 

Q. Ur. Witness, in connection with your affidavit, which has been 
introduced in evidence as Buetefisch Document J06, I'd like to put a 
few questions to you. 

Now, Ur. Witness, you visited Aiirstengrube on several occasions 
and in your affidavit you report in some detail about the living con¬ 
ditions of the concentration camp iruaitas who worked there. Now, from 
your affidavit it sieas clear that your impression was favorable sinco 
you state that the housing was clean and adequate and there were separate 
bads for the inmates, and that sort of thing. You also point out that 
th»se inmates were in the custody of the SS. Now, kr. Witness, can you 
tall the Court wheth»r the foreign workers who were not in the custody 
of the SS but ware taken care of by the Fuerstengrubo management directly 
were treated equally good or better or worse thin the concentration camp 
iiuates who worked there? 

A. I didn*t see anything about that nor did I hear anything about 
it. 
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Q. during tha visits that you nade in Fuerstengruba you navar 
saw any of tha for sign workars? 

A. No, not consciously; but I think there is a nisundarstanding 
here. It is true that I did have some businass fraquently with the 
Fuerstangrube G.c.b.H. but that was with tha administration which was 
in tha f'uarstlich Plass'scha Bergwerks A.G. in Kattowitz. The plant 
of tha Fujrstangruba, that is, the mina and tha construction site, ware 
soma kilometers away from there near tha Village tisola apd I was only 
out there twice, onca in tha Fall of 19UU, and this is what ay affidavit 
refers to, ard the othar time in the coursa of tha negotiations concern¬ 
ing our participation in tha Fuerstengrube. That oust have bean either 
tha end of 19 Lfi or tha baginning of 19Ul. 

y. Hr. Witness, is it your testimony that the entire five pages 
of your affidavit relating to conditions at Fuerstjngruba are all based 
on your memory of this one visit in 19Wi? 

A. Tea. 

Q. And on this visit you Just saw the place where tha concentration 
camp innfites lived but you didn't see at all any of tha places where the 
foreign workers lived? 

A. No. 

Q. Then y u have no idea at all as to whether their conditions were 
worse or better than that of the concentration camp inmates? 

A. No. 

HR. HDJSKOFF: Kay I Just state for the record that I only a few 
moments ago had an opportunity to See that there was a new affidavit by 
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this witness on contracts. The Prosecution does not in any way want to 
craats the inpression that there is any fault on the part of Dr. Flaechs- 
ner or the Defense that this docuaent did not coma to our attention 
earlier. It has been introduced soma time ago. It is Just thet in 
going through the doc .cents the supplemental affidavit, which was a 
separate document by itself, did not coca to ay attention and I'd Just 
like to ask one question or two in connection with that, if I nay. 

BY MR. UINSKOFF: 

Q. Mr. fitness, do you recall toward the end of 19i*l* signing a 
contract in accordance with which the responsibility for"the Puersten- 
grube nines was assumed by 1 . 0 . Far ben and that that responsibility was 
dated back to the beginning of lSU*? Do you recall signing such a con¬ 
tract? 

A. I think you nsan the so-called Usufruch and Organ Contract; at 
least the foundation for that was laid during these so-called Dresden 
conferences in the Spring of 19U*. Is that what you mean? 

Q. I believe that is the docuaent. Do you recall signing that 
document? 

A. I recall that I drew up this contract and that there was a 
place for the signature, that it was to be signed; but at the moment I 
cannot tell you definitely wh.ther it actually was signed. 

Q. Mr. Witness, do you recall whethar this contract specifically 
stated that the responsibility for F u «rstengrube os of the biginning of 
19U* was as sum id by 1.0. Farban? 

A. I recall that it was provided that the Fuerstengrube was supposed 
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to be operated for the benefit of Farbai as of the beginning of 19 I 4 I*. 

That means a contract on the books. 

Well, isn't it a fact that the full responsibility was placed 
directly in the firm 1 . 0 . Farben as of the beginning of 19 » 4 U, formally 
by this contract; whereas before, Parben was connected with such things 
as feeding and housing, supplying labor, but there was no formal 
assumption of responsibility. Now, as an attorney, Mr. Witness, when 
you worked on this contract, isn't it a fact that this contract was to 
make that responsibility formal and didn't it so state specifically? 

A. No. These are two fields which have nothing to do with each 
other. This agreement, that as of the first January 19l*U, the mine 
was to be operated for the benefit of Farben, this was a purely account¬ 
ing agreement for the financial side of ths enterprise. This was 
necessary for the following reasons* On* of the main points of this 
contract was that the operational result of the Fuerstengrube was 
supposed to ba put on the accounts of Farbsn for a number of years. 

This was to be don* because presumably for a number of yxirs, losses 
would be incurr sd by the Fuerstangrub*. The Pless A.O. could not taka 
these losses becaus* it was in a bad position financially. Farben, 
on the othir hand, was glad to take on these losses b*cause thjreby it 
could decrease its total profits on the books and thus could r*duce the 
taxes. And since the fiscal yar of the Fuerstengrube correspond*d 
with the calendar year, this agreement could be rado offective only 
for the entire fiscal y*ar. These so-called "Orgarf Contracts were 
customary on a large scale in combines. In 19l*3 and 19UU, at Farben, 

I work id on abov.-t twenty agreements of this type and I always made than 
with the stipulation that this taking wj of the financial results 
of th-i subsidiary firms should be aff »ctive as of the beginning «.f 
the fiscal year -f the subsidiary firm. This whole thing has nothing 
to do with the question whether, as of this date which had been agreed 
upon, the actual management and operation «*f the subsidiary firm was 
or was n<*t t" be conducted by the so-called "Organ Butter", that is 
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tha othsr fim-which is a party to the contract. During the entire 
negotiations between Floss, Fuerstengrube and Farben about this Organ 
Contract, nothing was said about tha responsibility for labor allocation. 
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Q. Ur. Witness, I will get to the labor part in a moment. But 
on tha contract part, isn't it a fact that this question of losses 
that might ba suffered by ^uarstangruba was a fairly academic question, 
as far as tha PI ass people ware concerned, since Fcrben had guaranteed, 
for a 20 -year period, a four per cent profit to the other parties in 
Fuerstengrube, tha Pless people? Is that not a fact? 

A. Y.s, but that was Just the significance of the Organ Agreement. 
Without this Organ Agr-*eaent, the situation was like this; Farben 
would have had to pay this guaranteed dividend of four pn* cent amually 
to Pless, and no matter how high the losses of the Furstengruba would 
be, they would be charged to the ^usrstengrube, which only resulted 
in the **uerstengrube not having to pay any taxes. But this did not 
lead to any reduction of the F ft rben profits, or any reduction in their 
taxes) the Organ Contract was to accomplish that. The Iossjs would 
be carried as direct losses of Farben on the books and in the tax 
assessment. 

W. I think I understand that non, Ur. Witness. In other words, 
from 19i*l on,, when the first contract of g February 19U1 was enttred 
into, Farben, at that tine, took ova*, in fact, the complete risk of 
the organization, and would suffer any loss Uut the rest would suffer 
and would, in addition, guarantee the other partner a constant profit 
of four par cent for twenty-three years. And then in 19Uh, the only 
change that took place, if I understand you corr.ctly, is th«-t, be¬ 
cause the losses of Fuerstingruba war* until tfwt time, of no use to 
Farberx as a tax loss, so Uut they went through a formal arrangement 

so that F.rben could taka advantage of the tax loss in the event that 

• 

Fuastengrube continued to loss money. 3ut as between the partners, 
F.rben and Pless, even from 19Jil'on, there was no question of Pleas 
having any interest at all in how that firm ran or whether it made 
profits or whether it made losses because it would receive four par cent 
regularly, for twenty-three years, regardless of what happened to I.G. 
Parban. Now, Mr. Witness, is that c err set? 
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A. Not quits, *«r, ttinskoff. Before tha "Organ" Contract, the 
situation was as follows: Pless would have tha certainty of receiving 
his annual four par cant dividend every year, no natter how tha Fuarsten- 
grube did financially. But if tha Fuerst : ngrube had losses in thesa 
twenty-three years, they always regained losses of tha Fuerstengrub j, 
and it wculd have been quita imaginable, for example, that during thisa 
twenty-three years, tha losses would reach such an extent that in this 
period tha entire basic capital of the *u*rstengrube would heve bean 
eaten up. Then Pless would havj participated in a Fuerstengrube 
which had no more funds. The “Organ" Contract, on the other hand, was 
to accomplish that tha losses ware to be taken over by Ferben directly. 
Our immediate intention in doing this was that Farben wrs obi ) to 
utilize these losses so far as taxes were coicerned, but simultaneously, 
wa also accomplished that the capital of tha Fuerstengrube, thct is, 
its bank capital *as guaranteed and safeguarded, because from nor on 
tha Fuerstengrubi c'xild incur losses as A ay pleased. They did not 
appear on tha Pua*steneruba books, for they would be charged to Farban. 

Q. Thank you, Ur. Witness. How, if I understand your t*stimony 
correctly, tha formulations I made a minute ago should be modified in 
this respect, thct from 19*4 on, the Plass partner still had a certain 
int3rast, and that was that if the minas were not properly run, and if 
they had substantial losses, that twmty-thre* yaars later tha interest 
of Pless might be impaired, because during tha twenty-three y=ars, 
nothing could impair their interjst because Farben guaranteed it. 

And than after the "Organ" Agreement of which you speak, Pless could 
suffer no possible loss no matter what Farben did with ruerstangrube 
because if, after J anuary 19M*, no losses could oscur to. Fuerstengrube 
which could even hurt Pless twenty-three y--ars later, because those 
losses ware assumed by I.G. Farben directly. Now, as presently stated, 
that is correct, is it not? 

A. Yes, if one limits the considerations to tha purely financial, 
and then it is completely corr:ct. One always has to distinguish three 
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things in c rporation. Tha first and eost inp^rtant thing is that it., 
is actually s^nd in its operation. Thi sicond thing is th-t on tha 
5ook« its bank capital is maintainad, and thi third thing is that-it 
brings profits. 

^' 

In tha *'u =rst jngrub j thi third point was taJrsri car* of already 
by tha first agr-aasnt for twinty-thria y<crs. Tha sscood point, that 
is thi guaranty *f naintaining the.bank capital, was tnkan cari vf 
by thi "Orgart*Agrau»»nt, but thsra still roalnad th< first point, 
and ona cannot ragulet* that by any extracts, and thsr* it would hava 
baan jntirily possibla thaoratically, that aft*r thasa twwty y-.ars for 
which this Orgm Contract was concludid, thu-a would aither ba a 
nini which was worn out, badly oparatd, and unprofitabla, in which 
Plios w uld again ba a full partner as bafra, or thira would ba wall¬ 
op arctKi mini with up-to-dr.t* installations. In this respect, Pliss 
always main id int.rjstfd in saiing th^t th« Fu rst*ngrub* actually 
rinainid a wall-opsrr.t id and a wall-aanae >d mt.rprisa. 

Q. Mow, it. VTitn jss, sine* wi heva only this on* point lift, 
this first point, l«t a« put this quistiwi b* you. «h*n you say Plus 
w.mld b. intirjstid apart froa profits and apart from running down 
tha ain) b tcausi that would b. tekan cari -f by Kerb an anyway, who was 
intir38t.d ginirolly in having a will-run ninij you don't m»an Plus, 
do y>u? Isn't it n fact that ?l«ss was alrudy put out of tha firm and 
a trostoo was tekm into Pl.ss's plica, s* thtt actually tha only 
int.rist y'u spaak >f is th. Plass Trustaa, a Ojnan Trusts*? 

A. No^_I maant tha Furstlich Plus'schan 8 rgwerks A. 0. 

Thara wes n-> trust**. It had a noraal 7*rstand and Aufslchtsrat, 
according to C vperetlon lew. As far as I know, tha capital of tha 
Fuirstlich Plus'schan Ssrgwjrks A.C. balongid to tha larger complex 
of tha Fuarstlich Plus'scha property, and thara wns soaathing about 
a trustso. 

Q. So thrt tha actual Plus int.TMt was no longer ownad or 
contrail;d by ?1 <ss, but by a Gjraan Trust**, appointed and acting 
In its bihalf, isn't tb-t a fact? 
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A. I don*t know auch about these natters, but as far as wa ware 
cone am ad, *>ur partners ware thasa nina and tha people who managed the 
Fuarstlich Ploss'schen B-rgwerks A.G. I havj to add to this that wa 
always had tha impression that it didn't natter at all to these people, 
as it never matters to any manufactur a* who would dispose of the shares 
of the ?u>rstlich Pless'schsn B«rgw*rks A.G., whether this was the 
Fuirstllch Pless'scha fanily or a tnistee, or anybody elsa. Those 
people just looked aft«r their enterprise. 

Q. Mow, Mr. Witness, may I ravirt back one moment to the previous 
affidavit that I mentioned earlier. That is number 306. You described, 
Mr. Witness, in detail, the living quart »ra of the inmates, end you 
pointed out in your affidavit that these bids in which inmates slept had 
sheets, had bed sheets. Isn't that correct? In your affidavit you 
state that? 

A. Yes, I Just see it on peg* 101*. 

Q. Now, as a matter of feet, Mr. Witness, isn't it true that 
the iraates did n-t have bed sheets, but slept m straw sacks without 
any sheets whatsoever? 

A. I said in this passage, "If I remember this correctly, ate." 

Q. Now, Hr. Sitness, Just to refresh your recollection, may I 
shm you NI-152U*, which is offered as Prosaoution exhibit 2350. May 
I call your attention in that document to the order of necessary 
articles which was needed to take care f 500 inmates, and 1 ask you 
to rlad th<« * aloud, Ur. Witness? 

A. "Equipoint which must be ready: 1. kitchen and pantry; 

2< acecsnodationo for 35 guards with bod linen and blankets; 3• accom¬ 
modations for 500 inmates, beds, straw sacks, pillows and blankets." 

That. I think, will suffice. 

"500 dishas • . do you want ce t read that too? 

ii. H-', Nor, when you see that straw sacks provided, doss that 
rifrish y 'ur r icollaction as to whether they were straw sacks or 
shifts you sew on the bids the inmates? 
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A. I remember things the way I described then in ny affidavit, 
tfut, throughout the years of the war, before and during the war, I 
saw many kinds -f carps and barracks, and there were sane-which had 
linen and I rwecfcer other beds which had no sheets; and I recall that - 
the beds in the work easy Fuerstengrub- had blue-checked linen covers. 
But I cannot say with full certainty that I do not confuse ay memory 
of this camp with that of another camp I night have seen. That's why 
I said in ay a ffidavit, "If I remember correctly." 

MR. MINSKOFF: Thank you very such, Mr. Witness. , 

No further questions fraz the Prosecution. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY DR. FLA ECHSriER (for Buetefisch)i 

Q. Dr. Silcher, just one question. Did you have decisive influ¬ 
ence on the text and wording of the "Organ" Agreement discussed before? 
A, Yea, the text essentially was written by me. ^ 

Q. Saa this contract intended to change anything about the 
actual management, such as the plant nwmagement itself, the technical 
nanageesnt of the nine, etc., etc. — as it existed therefor? 

a. No. At any rate, this was not specifically intended for some 

time. 

Q. last question. Sas the contract concluded in a legal manner? 

A. I do not know exactly anymore, as I said before. 

DR. FLAECKS'rfERj Thank you. No further questions. 

RECRCSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. StfNSKOFFi 

q. Mr. "Witness, I show you NI-1512S, which is a photostatic 
copy of this Organ Agreement, so-called, and ask you whether looking 
at this, you recall now whether you personally signed this contract? 

A. I don't renenber thi, but it is quite possible. 

Q. Doesn't your name appear thsra? 

A. Yis, but this is not ay signature. T his is not the original. 

Q. Sell, Ur. witness, when two parties sign a contract, didn't 
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you sign ths copy idiich ha had and didn't ha sign the copy which you 
have? This is your copy with his signaturs on it; it says, "Signed* 
Falkanhahn", doss it not? 

A. I don't think so. In these casas it was customary to make 
two copies, that is, two copies with original signaturss, so thet both 
parties had on? copy each with both original signatures, and this is 
not it. 

Q. Now, th* copy which you havi before you, tha other party has 
already signed it, hasn*t he? 

A, No, but it says, "Signed* Falkmhahn". 

Q. Isn't there a signature thsra? 

A. Yes, it was writtan by hand, but not in Falk*nhahn's hand¬ 
writing, if I raoosber his writing correctly, it clearly says* "Signedi 
Falk eihahn" • 

q. "hat d. tha words, "Sign*d* Falkanhahn" mean to you? They 
E«an that it was not signed? . 

A. No, it cleans, normally speaking, trut this is a copy and, 
"Signed* Falkanhahn" naans that the original is nade out ov*r the 
original signature, "Falkanhahn." 

Q. Tell, that's precisely what I mean. This document which is 
merely a copy taken from the Parban fil3s and Fuerstengrubs filss 
states that the signature, Silcher, is there, and states that the signa¬ 
ture, Falkanhahn is th re. This is just a fora copy. Now whet does tie 
w rd "sign" mean if it doesn't naan signed? 

A. Of course, Hr. IJinskoff, if th* copy is absolutely correct, 
then it sh ws that the contract was sign'd by both parties, and 
sign id by Falkanhahn for the Fu erst ingrub 3; but I do not kn**w at tha 
mocunt wtuthn- this is a corrsct crpj in tnat respsct, b?causs I do 
not ransobir positivjly whethvr tha contract actually ras signed or not. 
I assume so on the basis of this copy, but I do not know. 

LR. iCENSKCFF: Thank ycu, no further questions. 

TrF. GCSlIISSIONEi: Do»s ths Defense have ary further questions? 
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£1. VZNSKCPFi I sight n»ntion tte.t wa sight idantify it for tha 
record. Tfe id 3ntify it Proa scut ion exhibit 2351. 

THE COMfflSSIOtfEJ-:: If thira ars no further questions, the witness 
may be excused. 

The eoMaission will be in ricess until 1:30* 

(The Comission r«cessed until 1 1 JO.) 
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CSSS me ATE OF COHOSSIOKER 


Undor directives of United States military Tribunal No. 6, 
tostlcony of witnesses llstdd below was required to be talcen boforo 
the undersigned Connissloner. Pursuant thereto tho said Corolsslonor 
has conduoted hearings at whloh the following wltnossos havo Ailly 
testified* ' . 


Date 

Na» of Witness 

Of f t c_U l_Tro n a 0 r_i_p 

0 April 191*8 

’.Valter Harlleont 

10075-10907 

9 April 191*6 

Kurt Krueger 

HI28-III63 

12 April 191*0 

Korl Weber 

1*165-11175 

12 April 191*0 

Paula Ester 

11177-11199 

13 April 19L8 

Ernst Struss 

11293-11330 

ll; April 19W * 

Christian Eahn 

lll*Ui-lll490 

15 April 191*0 

■ » 

11507-11612 

16 April 191*6 

Bernhard Sohoenor 

11706-11723 

19 April 191*0 

Adalbort Felndal 

11827-1101*1 

20 April 191*6 

Josef Grobel 

1101*2-11060 

20 April 191*0 

Gustav Plstor 

11661-11878 

21 April 191*0 

Boll de Haas 

12090-12128 

21 April 191*6 

Helnrloh Sohuh 

12129-1211*0 

23 April 191*8 A 

Holnrloh Sohlndler 

12337-12370 

26 April 191*8 

• n 

12707-12777 

26 April 191*8 

Halter Klkuth 

121*61-121*90 

26 April 191*8 

Hans Sauor 

12500-12512 

27 April 191*0 

nllholr Duollborg 

1259B-12621 

29 April 19U3 

Theo Goldscheldt 

12071-12909 

29 April 191<B A 

-nton LeithInger 

12910-12953 

30 April 191*6 

e n 

15075-13092 

29 April 191*0 A 

Rudolf von Sprotty 

1295l*-12960 

30 ..prll 191*0 

a » a 

13065-13075 • 

30 April 19U3, 

Rudolf Scheldt 

13093-13133 


5 Uy 191*0 

A 

■ « 

6 l.ay 191*0 


" ■ 

3 Kay 191*8 


Wolfgang Alt 

3 Lay 191*0 


Carl Gedow 

3 Lay 191*8 

A 

Kurt Hartman 

1* Lay 19l£ 


■ * 

.L hay 1910 


Frits Dion 

1* l.ay 19U3 


Kurt EisfOld 

U Hay 19 13 


Adolf Taub 

5 Kay 191*8 


Erast Struss (for 

. 6 Uy 191*8 

A 

Werner Sohnits 

7 Kay 191*0 


a ■ 

10 Lay 191*8 


Lax Winkler 

(10 hay 19L8 


Frits Hirsch 

> -10 Lay 19« 


Ernst Kraschwski 

10 Lay 191*0 

A 

Franz FUerstenberg 

May 191*8 


a ■ 

11 Lay 19L8 


Hoins Savolsberg 

11 Lay 191*8 


Karl Hunscheidt 

11 Ley 19LS 


He Inhold 

10 Lay 19l£ 


Friodrloh So Ichor 


1362C-13629 
13651-13719 

132U6-13269 

13271-13291 

13292-13316 

13U2-13U50 

13l45t>-13/4£0 

13^61-131479 

I3I46O-13I469 

13566-13619 

13720-13735 

13B61-13891 

114173 - 11*101 

11 * 195 - 1/4209 
11 * 210 - 11*220 
11 * 221-1142145 
114377-1143014 
11*307-IU42I4 
11*1*25-11*1*39 
II4U4O-II4I455 
11 * 102 - 11*1914 


During the said proceedings the following exhibits havo 
been offered in evidence: 




iROSSCCTICS EXHIBITS 


Exhibit 

SIJJo. 

Offlolal Transi 

2302 

PS 2353 c 

10899 

2303 

L79 

10901* 

230U 

II 1 C 36 

1111*5 

2305 

lli03l 

11182 

2306 

15070 

’11183 

2307 

11236 

11302 

2309 

11232 

11312 

2311 

15062 

11327 

2312 

15063 

11330 

231U 

11*257 

111*68 

2315 

13521* 

111*73 

2316 

11256 

111*73 

2317 

11251 

111*85 

2318 

11252 

111*76 

2319 

11 * 011 * 

111*82 

2320 

11039 

11831* 

1181*6 

2321 

•13081* 

2328 

10532 

12615 

2329 

10528 

12616 

2325 

10907 

12706 

2330 

13525 • 

12733 

2331 

15021 

12878 

2332 

5763 

12915 

2333 

1511*5 

12921 

2331 

1511*6 

12923 

2335 

sen 

12927 

2336 

15132 

12933 

2337 

1511 * 

1291*2 

2338 

11*098 

13106 

2339 

1353U 

13 m 

23L0 

15215 

13126 

23U 

15260 

13620 

231*2 

15173 

13286 

23L5 

231*6 

7666 

13728 

13730 

2352 

15290 

11*362 

2353 

15296 

11*392 


I, the undorslgnod Corr-lssloner, do heroby oortlfy that tho 
afora9aId official transorlpt pages oon^rlso a full, truo nnd oorroot 
report of such proosedlngs, tost loony and evldocoo hoord and recorded 
therein before oo. 


Dated at hurnberg, Gercnny, Lay 28, 191*8. 
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Court VI Caso VI COifcISSION 


AFTERNOON SESSION 

( The hearing reconvene1 at 1330 hours) 

THE MARSHAL: The Coasission is again in sossion. 

DR. SEIDL: Dr. Seidl fbr Dr. Duerrfcld. Ur. Coomissionor, tho 
next witness at our disposal is the witness. Frits Hirsch. With tho 
permission of the Comaissionor, I would like to call that witnoss now. 

COMMISSIONS?: Tho marshal will cell tho witness. Tho witnoss will 
raiso his right hand and repeat after no, "I swear by God,, tho Alsdtfity 
and Cfeniscient, that 1 will speak the pure truth, and will withhold and 
add nothing." 

(Tho witnoss reposted the oath.) 

Cooedssionor: All right, tho witness will be soatod. 

HR. MINSKDFP: I would like the record to show, Ur. Comissionor, 
that this witnoss appeared before tho Tribunal end was sworn in ard 
testified there in direct oxaaination. He is now to bo hoard on cross 
examination by the prosocution. 

COMMISSIONER: The record will so iniicctc. 

DR. SEIDL: Ur. Coomissionor, tho statement by the prosecutor is 
correct, '.fe do not submit any affidavit by this witness. Tho witnoss was 
hoard boforo Tritxmal Nueber VI himself. Tho transcript about tho oxcaiir.ti 
before Tribunal Number VI is in the record about the sossion of 20 April 
of this year. 

CROSS EXJ£IN«TION 

BY UR. MINSKDFP: 

Q Ur. Witness, I woul^mto^^pd^a few questions in connoction 
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with your background that will elaborate on the testinony which you gave 
bofore tho Tribunal. Mr. T&tnoss, were you a ncabor of the Nasi Party, 
or were you not since 1930? 

A Mo. 

Q V/hon did you first join the Party? 

• • 

* I joined the p arty, according to a tbciuncnt on 1 April 1931. 

Q And when did you join the SA? 

A I cannot say that exactly. At any rate, cither at tho samo time 
or a few aonths later. 

Q Ani i*io n did you Join the SS? 

A I did not join the SS. 

Q You aro cortain of that? 

A Yos. 

Q Ur, l&tncas, did you ever testify boforo that you woro a smbor 
of tho SS? 

A Mo. I novor testified to that effect, but thoy wanted to 
transfer us to the SS froa tho SA, but this novor actually cano about. 

Q Mow, Mr. latnoss, when you wero convicted in 1%1, do you rocnll 
whothor at that time and in that hoaring you testified that in 1932 you 
Joined tho SS? 

A It is possiblo that during that interrogation 1 testified that 
I Joinod tho SS in order to oxonornto oyself. 

Q And do you rocall whether at that tine you also tostified 
that it was 1930 whon you Joinod tto NSDAP ani not 1931? 
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A According to the Document Center, it has bcon ibuni that I 
joined tho NSDAP on 1 April 1931. Thcro is no dcxht about it. 

Q Ur. tatnoss, you oisunderstood the cjjostion. This last question 
didn’t ask when you joined, the question was, did you testify at tho 
hearing in 19U when you were convicted undor oath that you joinod tho 
party in 1930? 

A It is possible that I testified in that manner in ordor to 

• • 

exonerate myself. At any rate, I Joined at tho dato I montionod. 

Q You testified that way in order to exonorato yourself even though 
you knew that jou wore testifying falsely unier oath, is that your 
testimony? 

A This mattor occurred moro than 15 years ago, arri therefore I 
cannot rccocber it so well. 
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Q Now, U r . Witness, I am speaking aj»ut 1941, and cortainly in 
1941 you rtaaerbored hotter what happened in 1940 than you roaanber now in 
1948. 

A tihat you say is correct, but aftor the time of 1940 I wes in a 
concentration camp for throe and a half years arxi I think you will 
understand that those cooperatively irrelevant natters have not ranainod 

in my memory so well. 

# • 

Q Now, llr. ttltnoas, isn't it a fact that you wore thrown out of 
tho NSDAP in 1932? 

A Yoa. 

Q And Ur. Witness, isn't it also a fact that in 1933 you tried to 
re-entor tho Party, but wore not accepted? 

0 

A In 1932, it was suggested to mo that I aho-ld Join tho Party 
scowhoro olao what I rejected. Tho attempt to rejoin tho Party I mifjit 
have possibly mado in ordor to avoid troublo fbr mysolf. 

Q And that was after you were thrown out about in 1933, do you 
recall that? 

A that oigit have be on shortly after this business, and this is 
almost 16 yoars ago now. 

Q Now, Ur. 'fitness, you know who ftidolf Hess is, don't you? Do 
you naao tho nemo "ftutolf Hess"? 

A Yes, I do. 

3 Did you over go with ftidolf Hess on a trip to Greece aftor you 
wore throm out of tho Party? 

A No. I have never seen R>dolf Hess in my life, as far as I can 
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ranenbor. 

Q Mr. Uitnoss, did you ever state that you went with Rudolf Hess 
— did you evor state that you went with ftidolf Mess on a trip to Grooco? 

A No. I don't think I over testified to that of feet. 

3 I didn't say "testified", I said did you over toll anyono that 
you and liidolf Hess went to Grooco togothor? 

A I boliovo that is a nalicious invention. I never testifiod to 
that effect, and anyono would have thought I was ernry if 1 had said 

. y 

sceothing liko thet. 

3 Now, Ur. Witness, in 1934 did you organist a Hitlor Youth group 
in Erding? 

« No. In 1934 I did not organizo any Hitlor Youth group, that wns 
in tho yoc.r 1932. 

Q It didn't coao throutfi clearly. 

INTERPRETER: Correction '32. 

DR. SEIDL: Soldi for Ducrrfold. I believe thoro has boon a raisteko 
in translation, ond * would like the prosocution to repeat tho last quostion. 

COUUISSIONES: Repeat it and state tho correction. 

UR. ICiNSlCFF: I will gladly ropoat it, and I would ask tho witnoss 
to think vory c pro fully boforo ho answers it ond raaonber ho is undor oath. 
BY UR. UIIiSKOFF: 

Q New, the question is, did you in 1934 — not in 19)2 — in 1934 
after you roturned from Rose organito a Hitlor Youth group in Erding? 

A Yes. Aftor I returned froo Rene ct the miggestion of a friend 
I assisted in organizing a Hitlor Youth group in organizing their sparo-timo 
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cctivitica. 

Q Mow, **r. i^tresa, *vcn you were at Auschwitz, you wore somewhat 

• 0 4 

different from tho other prisoners, wore you not, in that, for cxamplo, 
you wore ponaittod to kcop your hair when all the othora wore ahevod, 
isn't that truo? 

A In 19 U* during a viait of tho Ccennndant S c hwarx in the camp 
Hohontochlowitz, I talked to him when * noticed that ho was drunk and 
I asked him to grant mo, like cany othor innate a, the permission to lot 
ay heir grow. The reason I gave was that many foreign inmatoa, Poles in 

particular, wore allowed to grow their hair, but I had in mini to bo r.blo 

• • 

to eacopo better. Some day I was givor. ponaission to do so. 

Q That was a rather rare privilege in Ausahwitz, wasn't it, to 
bo permitted to kcop your heir? 

A Tho cdv&ntcgo consisted of the fact that ono had no privilogoa 
owing to this, end I was threatened several time a that I should bo shaved 
again. I needed ay long hair to enable no to eacopo bottor. This did not 
occn any privilogoa. T ho first poopio who wore allowed to wear thoir 
long hair woro Polos, ns far as I know. 

Q Mr. l&tncss, is it poaaiblo that you rocoivod this jrivilego 
bccauso of your cooperation with tho SS, oven rtiilo you woro in the 
concentration Crop? 

A Heuptaturebannfuehrer ^chwnrz, tho connandanfc of tho camp, did 

0 

not know no personally. I on do uso of the fact that he was a Bavarian, 

and I talkod to hin in a Bavarian dialect, ard he folt sympathetic towards 

ne. In the kind of aood ho was, being drunk, ho permit ted my request 
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immediately, There was no reason fer this. I can recall this caso oxectly. 
The then canp carmandant, was Oborscharfuchrcr Rceaele, end whon I 
approached him, whether I could get that jxnsissicm* ho said he had to ask 
the camp commandant,first. Tfocn ho asked him with the words, "How does 

0 4 

Hirsch conduct himsolf," he said verbally, "I cannot say much about him, 
but he is fresh." Schwarz replied, "Tho people who ccoo from where I 
caso free, aro all fresh." 

1 Mr. Witness, the SS poople only liked you because you were 

fresh, is that right? Now, lot me ask you this, after you woro no longor 

• • # 

in the concentration camp, do you recall, as roccntly as January 1948, 
hiding on SS man in ycur apartment — a man named Sopp Spannor? 

A -oo. 

Q Now, in othor worda, tho SS friendship was ooro than bocauso 
you woro Just fresh. 

A May I comment on this? 

Q Comment, No. If there is anything which you wish to add to 
an answer which is before you, you nay add to that onswor. 

A I did not hide any SS man collod Sopp Spannor in my apartment. • 
Sopp Spannor is an SS nan whom noarly ovory imato in Auschwitz knows end 
whom thoy rcspoct. 

Q Mr. Witness, I am not asking you for a character roforonco 
on Sopp Spannor. 

DR. SELDL: Scidl for Dr. EUorffcld. Mr. Conmissionor, tho 

prosecution asked this witness whether ho hid an SS man in his opartmont. 

1 * 2*1 • 
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The witness tcstifiod about this, but I consider it only fair to onablo 

• 

the witness to explain the reasons why he Hid this man in his apartment. 

MR. 1HHSK0FF, Mr. Cooaissioncr, why he hidos an SS nan in his 
apartment during tho year 19 LB is not relevant to tho proceedings boforo 
this court, but tho feet that he has hidden one casts a reflection upon 
the witnoss which tto court should know. 

COiSilSSICKFR: Ho should bo allowed to give any explanation that 
ho hr.s for that, like if you ask a nan if ho killed scoc poople. If ho 
said "Yea", end if he did it in solf defonso, then ho should bo allowed 
to oxplein that, and ho did not nako an explanation. 
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ME. MMSXOj-- : I thought ho had when ho said that ho was a vory 
fine man, but I as porfoctly willing to hoar anything further that ho 
wants to aay. 

THE VlTSESSl May I apoak? SS Sopp Spannor from tho flret to tho 
Inst day vaa In tho concentration ca=p Auschwitz. IXixlng that time ho 
helped thousands of lnsatos and millions of tines ho riskod his lifo. 

Thoro Isn't one inmate and thcro Isn't ono husnn boing that could say 
anything bad about him, but only good things. It was my duty ns a human 
boing to take caro of this ean and to look aft or him whon ho was perse¬ 
cuted by tho Buaslan M1CRD In tho Russian Zono of Austria and o neaped to 
Germany to mo. Rov«i not hidden In ny apartment. It Is untra> if ono 
sayo that. This man wag roglstorod by me lmaodintoly and from that tlmo 
onwards ho risltod nonrly all tho lnsatos ho knew, Jews as wo 11 os Gor- 
mnns, and agkod to tootlfy who ho had boon In tfc> concentration camp 
Auschwitz nnd what tho lnmatos had thought about him. That I am roproachod 
for this horo, la at loast incorroct and not Justiflod, 

3T MR. MDfGKGyri 

Q. Sow, Mr. Vitnoss, you aay ho oscapod from tho Russians. Isn't 
it posslblo that woa an American camp ho osc#yod from? 

A. Mo. I imsedlately contacted tho CIO and roportod thj mattor. 

A CIC offIcon, called Roinhold, intorrogatod Spannor subsoquontly , and 
took his docisonta beenuso of personal lntorost. Ho himolf was oont to 
a rofugoc crap by me and ho vlsitod mo from thoro occasionally, Tho Amor leans 
know this caso porfoctly woll and I ropoat again, no mattor what they say 
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aiout ao, but 1 1 aoyono ear. that this m=w M «SS ti^s pot 
jJttBUf ‘ed, aere 4 br'I »«w h«an b«»ng th^e jjwepat here *h9 
has dono so ouch for tho unfortunato rictias for tho concentration conp 
than ho has. I, and eayono elso who know hie, rospoct hia, ovon now, 

Wt SS can Spanner, ho was in tho concentration caap Blrkonau 
too, v.-.sn't hot 
ii Tos, 

Ind that is vkoro you knew hia as an SS canj isn't that right? 
A. Of course, 

How, Mr. Witness, you know a Hr. Hostler, do you not? 

K I didn't understand the nace rery well, 

Q- Tou know a can naced Hostler, S-L-S-T-L-Z-B? 

A. Tes. 

EH. SZXEL: I don't want to object to this question, but I would 
like to state for tho record here that this nostlor testified beforo 
Tribunal VI as a witness. When the witness 3irsch was questioned at the 
tine, I asked hia a queotion concerning this witness Hostler, and at tho 
tine the prosecution objected to this* that I askod the witness Hirsch, 
a quostion concerning the witnoss Hostler. I would now llko to ack the 
prosecution why they suddenly wish to change their tactics and I would 
like to have this reply in order to raise an objection against this 
question, if necessary, 

ME. MlirSKOFT: Ik, Soldi the prosecution has no intention whatorer 
of asking this witnescabout the character or reputation of Mr. Nestler, 
and it was that kind of testiaony the prosocution objected to boforo tho 
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a- In tribunal* The prosecution now asks this witness a different type 
of question entirely. The prosecution merely wants to know whether It 
Is not a fact that this witness, Mr. Hirsch, together with Hestler pro¬ 
cured the. affidavits of the other lrcates such aa T a ub, Lohenbrmm, 
'rfaachaann, Schu l aa nn , and others, to get affidavits to brli« to this 
case. 

IE. SZIDLl I object to that question. This question is not at all 
connected to the ostinoiy of this wltneso before the Military Tribunal 
VI. It has no connection with any atteespt to inpeach the credibility 
of this witness. I don't see any reasonable reason for Justifying this 
quootion, and I personally a »«« that tho witnesses of th© proeocutlon 
also knew about the affidavits which other witnesses had givon for then. 
If the prosecution goes so far as to talk about other lnaates as well, 

I would like to point out now that the cacp sonlor In Monowltr, is In 
this courthouse; that the witness Schulhoff is today In this courthouse 
too, and that they wore called by the prosecution. 

MR. MIRSXCBT: H r> Commissioner, I'd like to stato for tho record 
that ovory affidavit which the prosecution has introduced In this caso 
was obtained directly by the prosecution and that no affidavits woro ob¬ 
tained by any other lmntos froa their fellow in&atos. But evon woro that 
so, that would have no boaring If persons br-ught them In voluntarily. 

My question hero Is directed as to whother this non Is employed by tho 
defense and If he Is ooployod by the defenso, that night hare sono bear¬ 
ing oh his testimony. 

IS. SZIEL: Who obtained tho affidavits of the defense can be soon 
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fron tko affidavit Itself. On tho whole, tho signatures under those 
affidavit, are certified before a notary public. A notary public 
notarised the .Ignaturo under thl. affidavit a. well. 

MB. MIHSKOEPi If Or. Seldl want, to stipulate that thl. wltneo. 

1 . an ecployee of the defon.e, there 1 . no objection at all upon tho 
part of the pro.ecutlon, and that will end that entire inquiry. 

IB. SEIDLi Thl. witness 1. not an oeployee of the defonso, but it lo 

I" 

the nature of tho natter that the innate, all know each other. Nothing 
1 . core natural than that an lnaato who neke. an affidavit for tho 
defon.e 1 . oakod by the dofon.e whether he know, any cosrado. from tho 
caap Honowitt with whoa ho h«. contact, and X wont to a.ouao that tho 
prooocution got their affidavit. In tho .no nannor and that is why I 
objoct to thl. question all tho B oro _ bocauso it doe. not ohow any 
rolevoncy with tho dlroct to.tlaony of thl. wltne.o and it doo. not 
ohow why It ha. anything to do with tho credibility of the witnoen' 
testimony. 

KH. HIKSKOFT: Thore i. only one — 

TEE COOilSSIOnffi: Vo can't lot thl. develop into two lawyer, 
to.tifylng, so wo will havo to discontinue it. I want you to otato 
your objoction. In th- rocord and .inco I can't rulo on tho objoctlona, 
just stato your objections In tho rocord brlofly, and of courso irako 
it os full a. you think necessary, and thon wo will go on with tho 
question end tho Tribunal will hwo to rulo on that rolovnncy. So 
you cayprococd with tho oxaainatlon. 

14206 



10 May 46-JL:sV_15-5^aylord (Juolich) 
Court 6, Cano 6 - Commission 


3T MR. MBISX0F7S 

Q. Mr. VitnoBB, do you recall while la the presence of a Mr,. T a ub 
who tcetlflod here la this court, that you received eaccharla from a 
persoa coaaoctod with tho defense? 

IB. SEIDLl I objoct to that question. It Is quite lrrclovont 
concorning tho testimony of this wltaess boforo this Tribunal, It doos 
not show anything about tho credibility of this wltnoss olt'hor, and I would 
llko to add that It would have been o asy to put similar questions to 
tho witnoesos of the prosecution, and wo could hero oskod tho witnossos 
of tho prosecution whethor they got any CARE packagos aftor making thoir 
testimony horo. 

THE CQCdSSlOMIEt Tho objoctlon is la tho record, so you may procood. 

MR. MINSK 017: That quostlon could woll havo boon askod and ho would 
havo boon unhappy with tho an swot ho rocoivcd. Tho only quootion boforo 
this Court Is Important bocauso thsro Is a big distinction botwoon asking 
your comradoo for caking affldatlts md rocoivlng p aye on to for gotting 
thoso affidavits. But I won r t pross tho quostlon. Thoro nro no furthor 
questions. 

R- DIRECT EXjUDTATICar 

3Y m. SEIDLl 

«?. Witness, you tostiflod that In the yoar 1931 on tho first of 
ipril you joined tho MS DIP, and I would llko to ask you, what was your 
attltudo towards National Socialism in tho later yoors, that is *35, 

*36,'38 and ‘40? 
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A. My attitudo dovolopod bocauso of 07 literary inquiries. Vhon I 
was 17 years old , I was an onthaaiastlc Sational Socialist, but ovontually 
I got interested in sclontlfic literature. I road philosophical worice, 
biological works, and most of all, sociological reports. During my investi¬ 
gations, I noticod noro and more that Rational Socialion was nothing liko 
what it protondod to bo. If ono looks up ay aattor closoly, and I think 
this probably has boon done sufficiently ono can soo how I orontually roachad 
this conclusion. My opposition dovolopcd further until it got to that 
extont that thoso pooplo hoard my statasents who rightly objoctod to this. 

In 1937, tho Costco rrrestod so for tbs first timo and only by a noro 
coincidonco was I able to got away onco more, Vhon I was throatonod to bo 
arrootod. again, X nanagod to oscapo at tho last nonont, and to go to 
Roumanio, 

0- Tou also testified that in 1941 you woro arroctod rvtaln. 

K *®s. 

Q, Vhon woro you oont to tho concentration c«sp for tho first timot 

A, I caso to tho concentration crap Auschwit* on 29 Itocoabor 1941 — 
or it was tho first of January 1941, 

q. In tho concentration camp Auschwit*, and later in Monowlts, did 
you haro a rod triangle or a grocn triangle 7 

A, As a political prisonor in tho concentration Cffip, I only woro a 
rod trienglo, 

0- Vo further questions to tho witnoss, Mr. Coanisaionor. 

RJCROSS 2XAMIHATI0H 

ST M3. MIxCTOTl 
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Q. Mr. Vitaosa, do you hare y'ur liaato nusbor tattoood on your 

ana? 

A. Ho, I do not haro tho nuabor tato^ad on ny ana boeau mo tho 
Gorman lnnetca did not havo to auffor thie procedure. 

Hi Thank you. 

THE CCHMISSIOHER: Tho wltnoaa any bo orcuaod. 

(Tho wltnoaa la oxcuaod.) 
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IS. SEIEL: Mr. Conaissionor, with the pcrnieelon of tho Cocnissionor, 
I would like to all as tho noxt witnoss, Ernst Xraschovskl. 

THE COMMISSION!*: Tho narshal will call tho witness. 

IE. SEIIt: Mr. CoEoissioncr, it nay trice a nonoat until tho witnosa 
cones. I boliovo it will take only a fow ninutos. 

THE COMMISSIONER: 111 right. Vo will tako a fow ninutos rocoaa 
to wait for tho witness. Vo will ho in rocoss for a fow ninutos whilo 
wo wait. 

(A rocoss was taken.) 

THE MARSHAL: Tho Conaission is again in sossion. 
m. SEIEL: Tho witnoss Ernst Xraschowskl has now ontorod tho roots 
and he is at your disposal to bo sworn in. 

THF COMMISSIONER i Tho Marshal will proparo tho witnoss. 

ERNST ZRASCHEVSXI, a witnoss, to«k tho stand and tcstlfiod as follows* 
THE COMMISSION!*: Tho witnoss will raise his right hand and ropoot 
after so* 

I swoar by Cod, tho Alaighty and Onnisciont, that I will spook tho 
puro truth and will withhold and add nothing. 

(The witness repeated tho oath.) 

THE COMMISSION!*: Tou any bo son tod. 

DIKECT ZXAML'ATION 

BT EH. SEIEL: 

Q, The dofonso has suba it tod an affidavit about this witnoss. It 

is contain.d in Toluso XIX for Ur. Ducrrfold. Tho affidavit is containod 

on Togo 1 of this voluno. It boars tho nunbor 1422. Tho documont 
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was sutaittcd aa IXicrrfeld Exhibit 394. Vit D08 s, on 1 March 1948 you 
Bftdo aa affidavit for the defonso, aad I would liko to asl. you whothor 
you nndo tho ctatononts la thla affidavit voluntarily. 

A. Yoa, I did. 

Q. Aad I would liko to ask you whothor you elao el/nod it voluntarily? 

K Yc.. 

Q. 1 w- old liko also to ask you whothor you wish to add anything 
or change anything la this affidavit* In particular , in connection with 
your political p'St and about tho reasons which causod you to bo sont to 
tho concentration esnp. 

A. I would liko to say that I was a political prisoner but during 
tho ontlro tino I woro tho groon-trlnnglo, tbo so-callod S.V. trianglo, 
with tho anglo at tho t^. I was oonvictod for wer crlnos aftor ny ro^ 
loaso froa tho concentration cnap Sachsonhauson, by a opoclnl court. 

Q. Mhon did this procoduro toko placo, boforo tho spoclal court, Mr. 
KrMOhOvskl} 

A. In April 1940. 

Q. Aad what woro yu charged with during that procoss? 

A. Vqt crincas distributing onony lnforontien and one ay lntolligonco 
and underlining a 111 tar/ strength. 

Q. It wr.s a Goman oourt which chargod you and convictod you? 

A, Yos. 

li. Ib you wish to o<*d anything further to your affidavit? 

A. Ho. 

Q* All other stater;onto nro conploto and correct? 
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K 106 . 

Q, So further questions to tho witnoss. 

CHOSS SXJaHAIIOH 

ay mb, MEisKom 

Q, Mr. Vitnoss, you state thnt tho roaoon you voro arrostod in 
1939, was bccauso of your political unreliability end you nontlonod 
just a fov ncoonts ago that your difficulties la 1940 again woro a sort 
of a political nature slnco thoy garo socrots of tho govornnont away. 

How, Mr. 'itnoss, would you oxplaln to tho court Just what tho significance 
of the groon trianglo was in tho concentration oaop. 

A, Tho *roon trlraglo was worn by crlnlnals. 

Q. And you had a groon triangle, isn't that right? 

A, Tos, I had. 

Q. Hew,isn't it truo that tho political orlsonors had a rod trU 
•nglo? 

A. That is corroct, 

Q. But oron though you wero arrostod for political unrollability, 
you ncvortholoss rocolrod a groon trianglo? 

A. PIonto ropcat thnt. 

Q. Zron though you soy you wore arrostod for political roanons you 
noTcrtholoss rocolvod tho groon trianglo of tho crlnlnals? 

A. 

Q, Hew, Mr, Vitnosa, whon was tho first tlao you woro ovar eionrictod 
of r. crino? 

A. In 1939. 
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Q, That was the tine for political unreliability, isn't that right? 

^ Tea. 

Q- 4 nd boforo 1939 you woro nevor provleusly conrlctod of any crimo? 
Is that your testlnony? 

i. Tc. 

Q. How, Mr. Witness, now ploaso think hrxd baforo you answor this 
question. Do you recall on tho 28 of Ipril 1936 being c-nrlotod of thoft 
and onbozzlocent? Did you hoar tb> question, Mr. Mltnoso? 

K To., I did. 

Q. How, l'd llko your answer. Ib you rocall on tho 28 of ipril 
1936 bolng convicted of thoft and esbozzlosont? 

i. To., 

Q. How, Mr. Yltnoss, why did you toll this Court Just a fow ninutos 
ago that the first tlao you wore conrlctod was In 1939, and when I askod 
you If you were sure y*u said you woro suro. 

IB. SHELi I object to tho quostion. That kind of question was 
nddrocood nolthor to tho wltnoss nor hao that wltnoss eror giron suoh 
an answer yet. 

MB. MXKUVTs Mr. Cocnlssionor, I askod this wltnoss twico whothor 
he was ever conrlctod of a crlao boforo 1939 and ho answered, and tho 
record nay show othorvlso. If it doos show othorwiso, that ho was nerror 
conrlctod of a crlnc before 1939. And Just so tho wltnoss wouldn't mako 
any oistako, I repeated It: Isn't It true that tho *39 offonso was tho 
political 'ffonso, and I askod hla again whether then ho was oror conrlctod 
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of a crloo and his answer wa not, and now tho witnoos had admlttod that 
In 1936 ho w.-s conviotod of thoft and ecbotrlaaent. Ho* I an asking this 
witnoss, will ho explain why ho gave a f also answer to tho Court tho 
first tino. 

by hb. mzhskiys 

Q. Mr. Witness, can you oxplaln why you gavo a falso answer to tho 
Court tho first tino? 

IB. SZIDL: I oust ropoat sy objoction. Iho witnoss wan not oskod 
whothor bofore 1939 or *40 ho had boon punished for any crino. Ho was 
askod this noithor by bo nor did hoaa ko any such statoaont on his own, 

I did not hoar anything in tho translation that the prooooition askod hin 
this; at any rate, in tho Cornan toxt unloss I «s vory nuch aistnkon, no 
such question can bo f ound. 

KB. MIlIJSOTTi If Hr. Soldi would listen to what goos on horo ho 
wouldn*t nako objoctions to tho Court in tho roco-d at this tino and wasto 
tino, I an suro tho rocord will show quito clonrly what tho quostiono and 
answors wore. 

THB CCKMISSIOHBBt Tory woll. Tho rocord will show that. Procood. 

BY KB. KDIoBCni 

Q. How, Kr. Witnoss, outoido of this tino you woro conrlctod in 1936 
of fraud and onboxsloeont, wero you or or coxxvictod at nny other tino of 
a crino which you haron't told us about yot? 

A, Ho; only boforo tho Spocial Court. 

q. Only in 1936? 

A. Yos. 
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Q. Now, Just so that Dr. Seidl doesn't niss this question: Aro 
you sure that other than in 1935 you were never convicted of any other 
crimo that you haven't told us in this court? 

A. I was convicted for the second tine before the Special 
Tribunal. 

Q. Now, Ur. Witness, let's set this clear. In 1936 you have 
adnittod you were convicted of fraud and enbexilenont. Now I aa asking 
you, apart froa 1936, were you evor convicted of any other crino, other 
than those mentioned in this court? 

at. SEIDL: i aust object to that question. The witness has al- 
roady admitted that he was convicted once more, only ho cannot romembor 
the dato exactly. Ho admitted that ho was punishod because of under¬ 
mining tho military force and because of other crimes. It has boon 
established by tho record already that ho has boon convicted At least 
twice and ho has adnittod that. 

urt. klNSMJY: if jjr. Soldi would only listen to tho quoetiona 
wo could save a lot of time in this C coals si cn. I said opart from 
those criaos which ho has told — Dr. Seidl, if you will ploase Liston 
to the quostions wo can savo tiao. Tho question I put to this witness 
was, that apart froa any criaos ho's told this Court about so for, 
and that includes tho political crimos and tho ono crime ho has nw r 
admitted in 1936, was ho ovor on any other occasion convictod of a 
criroo7 

BY MR. iCfSKCF?: 

Q. Now, can you answor that question, Mr. Witness? 
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A. I waa convicted on two occasions. 

Q. Mon, will you tell the Court what you were condoaned for and 
on nhat occasions? 

A. I didn't understand the question. 

Q. You said two occasions. Now, will you explain what thoso two 
occasions woro and rtut you wire convicted of? 

A. The fifst occasion you sectioned yourself and tho socond 
occasion was aftor ry release fron Sachsonhausen whon this special court 
condcnncd na, 

Q. Whon was that, apprcaimtoly? 

A. Deconber 1939. 

Q. Now, Ur. Witness, botwoon Deconbor 1939 and April 1936 woro you 
over convictod of a different crlao? 

A. No. 

Q. Ur. Witness, now think carofully. Do you rocall on tho 8th of 
April 1938 being convicted of fraud and ODbozzloaont in Schocnobcrg, 
Berlin? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Nor*, Mr. Witnoss, in 1936 you wore convictod of fraud and 
onbozzloment which you didn't toll tho Court about and in 1938 you woro 
convictod *>f fraud and ectoezzloaont which you didn't toll tho Court 
about. K.orr, are thoro any other crinos that you haven't yet told tho 
Court a»aout that you woro convicted of? 

A. No. 
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Q. Nor, Hr. Witness, on tho 29th of November 19 39 when you wore 
convictod, whit was tho charge against you? 

A. War crimes. 

Q. Nor, do you recall that 00 29 November 1939, bo cause of nine 
cases of fraud — do you hoar that: Nina cases of fraud — falsification 
of documents and cabczzlcmont, you were convicted to ton years of hard 
labor as to 11 as loss of honor and security arrest? Do you recall that 
non? 

A. Yos, and sinco I assure that you knorr everything you will 
knew why I ras condemned for fraud on nine occasions. I had oscapod 
from tho working service with an of. icial vohiclo and during ny oscapo 
I stayed at various places undor tho wrong na»j and those woro callod 
casos of fraud and thoy wore callod war ericas. 

UK. IQNbKCFK: Thank you very ouch, Ur. Witnoss. No further 
quostions. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY OH. SEIDL: 

Q. Witnoss, in 1936 you woro condenncd first becauso of thoft 
and you admitted that here. Hwx much did you get at tho timo, do you 
rocombor? rhat was tho punishnont? 

A. Throe months on probation but I an not certain. 

Q. Didn't you have to servo those throe months? 

A. No. 

Q. In 1938 you wore condemned for a scccnd time. What ms tho 

punishrent you got tho second tic*? 
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A. About coo year, if ono adds those three months. 

Q. In 1939 the Spocial Court convicted you. This was already 
aftor the outbreak of the rar? 

A. Yos. 

Q. VTero you convicted so scvcrly because your crimo was considered 
to bo an underlining of the defensive strength? 

A. I was ono of tho first cases before tho Special Court. Tho 
presidont pointed out that oxasplos had to be nado and recited all tho 
casos which wore includod in qy action when I oscapod fran tho labor 
sorvico. Ha listed all thoso as separate crimes and I was conviCtod of 
war crimos as a young person bocause of thoso crimes. 

Q. At tho time you belonged to tho German Reich Labor Sorvico; 
is that corroct? 

A. Yos. 

Q. And as far as you rosonber that was tho roasen why thoy talkod 
about war crimos hero? 

A. Yos. 

Drt. SEIDL: No further quostions to tho witness. 

racaoss exaiunatioh 

BY iut. ittKSKCrr: 

Q. Mr. Uitnoss, Just answer ono quostions Will you toll tto 

Court why, when you made this affidavit which was introduced into ovidonco, 

you did not include the other convictions against you for fraud and 

embezzlement in 1936, 1938 and 1939? 
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A # I was not asked about this. 

Dit. SEIDL: i object to tho question. First of all, nothing is 
contained in tho affidavit about tho fact that any conviction of this 
witness was montionod; secondly, tho following most bo said: Tho con¬ 
victions which occurred in 1936 and 1936 have probably been crossod out 
of tho criminal record. Thoroforo, probably according to Oonaan law, 
this witness is justified in rofusing to tostify about those preliminary 
convictions. According to Gorman law, if tto criminal record is crossod 
out, tho porson condemned can say that ho has not boon convicted boforo. 
Tho former preliminary convictions will only bo reported if tho authority 
inquiring about them is a so-callod Highor Roich Authority. Naturally, 
tho American Agoncios and any agoncios of tho Occupying Ptfwor, havo 
tho woo power as thoso highost Gorman Roich Authorities now. 

iiri. IfliBKCFf i Jujt so m 3 havo one thing cloar — 

BY UK. cUNbKOFF: 

Q. Lfr. Witnoss, thoso criaos that I roforrod to in 1936 and in 1936 
for which you woro punishod, I boliuvo, for sovoral months tho first time 
and about nine oonths or so tho second tiao, thoso crimes had nothing 
whatevor to do with politics; they woro fraud and ostoctzlomont, woro thoy 
not? 

A. Tho crises fraud and oaboziloncnt occurrod on tho occasion whon 
I oscapcd, 

Q. I aa not speaking of 1939. I was speaking of 1936 and 1938, 
boforo tha war. 


A. Thoy arc not political- crimes 

14219 




HR. iflifeKCPr: Thank you very ouch. 

THE CCW*HSoIQ&jt: xha witness is excused. 

(Witness excused) 

THE COaOSblCK®: Have wc other witnesses? 

D.t. bEIDL: w 0 have another witness at our disposal, !lr. Corraissioner, 
but this witness is sick at tho accent and is in the witnessos' house 
noar horo. Tho coefwtent physician declared this witnoss sick, and ho 
said ho was fit to bo interrogated. Tho quostion is now wbothor tto 
Concission should go to tho witnessos' house, nearby, which is next to 
tho courthouso in order to interrogate tho witnoss thore. This is tho 
witnoss Dr. Savolsborg. 

Mri. Is it possiblo to put another witness on, liko Mr. 

Fuorstonberg or one of the others? 

THE COUISoICHoa: Tfoll, wo will take a recoss for about 20 minutos 
and soo what witness you want to call. Tho Cosnisslon will bo in rocoss 
for 20 or 30 sdnutes. 

(A recess was taken.) 
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(iho hearing reconvened at 1530 hour 3 , 10 May 1948.) 

• 

THE MARSHAL: The Comission is again in session. 

DR. SEIDL: Seidl for Ducrrfcld. Mr. Comissioncr, *dth your 
pomission, 1 w>uld like to ask that the witness Franz Fuerstonberg bo 
called into the witness stand. 

COHISSIOHER: The marshal will call the witness. The witness 
will raiso his right hand and repeat nftor no, " I swear by Cod, tto 
ALiii^ity and Onnisciont, that I will speak the puro truth and will withhold 
ard add nothing." 

(The witness repeated the oath.) 

COiaassiOKER: You will bo seated. 

DIRECT OUm NATION 

BY DR. SEIDL: 

Q Witness, would you pionso state your full n*nc for the rocord 
again ard the date of your birth? 

• 

A 1 m the bisinossaan Franz Fuorstenberg, born on 27 March 1902. 

Q Ur. Cccznissionor, tho affidavit oxocutod by this witnoss ia 
in Ifccuraont Volume Number IV for Dr. Walter Duorrfeld. It is on pago 54 
of this dacuoont book. Tho number of the document is Duorrfeld Number 804. 
Tho affidavit was submitted as Exhibit Duorrfeld Nunbor 77. 

Q Witness, yeu oxocutcd an affidavit for tho defense *hich you 
aignod on tho 10th of February 1948. I would like to ask you, wero tho 
statements contained in the affidavit oade by you voluntarily? 

A The statements were made by mo voluntarily. 
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Q Did you sL&\ this affidavit voluntarily? 

A I signed the affidavit voluntarily. 

0 . _ 

Q '.atness, did you rvot, in 19A7, already give an affidavit to tho 
defense which deals with the sane subject aettor, nanoly, the living 
conditions in tho Ucnowitz cacp erd the working coalitions in tho Auschwitz 
1.0. Farben plant? 

A Yes. On the 30th of June 1%7 I oxecuted that particular affidavit. 

Q I have this affidavit in front of mo. ^t is the same affidavit 
which the notary in Goslnr authorized, is that correct? 

A Yes, it is. 

Q Docs this affidavit differ substantially from the affidavit 
which wo introduced as Duorrfold Exhibit Number 77 and submitted to tho 

0 

Tribunal, and *iich you signed on 10 February 1%8? 

A Thore is no substantial difforonco. Thoro was merely ono sontonco 
which was changed. It coocomod ay cscapo abroad. Thoro it might givo 
tho improssion that I escaped from tho camp. That is incorrect. I was 
released from thoro and tbon emigrated abroad. 

UR. 1QHSKDFF: I think thoro will be scoo confusion if we rofor 
to a document which is ncithor in cvidenco nor has boon idontifiod. 1 
would suggest that it would holp tho record by at loast identifying tho 
document, even if wo don't put it in cvidonco, so that wo will have a door 
rofcronco to c document which is in cvidonco and a socond ebeuraont which 
is at least identified. 

DR. SEIDL: Ur. Commissioner, I <bn't think it is necessary to 
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identify this ttocumont specifically. I have no forther questions to tho 


witness-concerning £hia affidavit. Oq the other hard, to supplement 

'' **"■ ’*'• -*•■1 •" • *• * ‘ J *>* 

your affidavit of 10 Pobrucry 1948, I would like to ask you a few questions 


concoming your personal situation becauso this is treated rathor 
brio fly in tho affidavit. First of all, I would like to ask you, are 
you a menbor of tho Association of tho Persecutces of National Socialism, 
tho so-called "WN", to which all inmates bolong who were nor so cut od by 
the Nazis for pslitical reasons or racial reasons ard were sent to 
concentration camps. 

THE WITNESS: No. Until two weeks ago I still had my nonborahip 
cord, then I hr.d to surrender it. 


BY DR. SEIDL: 

Q I shall ask you about that later on. I would only like to ask 
you about ycur membership, and is it ccrrcct that you still aro a merribor? 
A I hevo not been excluded so far. I am to appear thoro again. 

Q In your affidavit you state that in March 1933, becauso of your 
membership in tho Goman League for Hunan Rigita, you were arrostod? 

A Yes. 


Q I '*>uld now liko to ask you, Wien did you first hnvo sene thing 
to do with this League of Hunan Ritfits which was a pacifist movement? 

A In 1920, after I served in the forces. I was in tho Baltic 
countries until 1920. 

Cl In tho course of the following years, was a proceeding initiated 
against you for betraying military secrets? 
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A Yes, in 1925. 

Q What were the details in this case? 

0 

A This concerned information which I allegedly gavo to pacifists, 
but it was found eventually that they belonged to the FVench intelligaico. 

Q Docs this concern the Parccrkreuzer A, B, or C? 

# i 

A Yos, it concerns tho Panzorkreuzor A, B C, and D. 

Q Did you know then that the French intelligence was behind this 
pacifist novaaent in Gem any? 

A No, I did not know that at the tine. I only founi that out during 
tho preli m inary investigation. 

Q Before which court wore thoso proceedings carried on? 

A In tho Koeeergericht in Berlin. 

Q llhy wasn't it carried on in the Reich Supreme Court which usually 
handled thoso ctsos? 

A Tho prosocutton did ask that this be taken to tho Reich Suprano 
Court, Ebcmcycr was tho man in chargo at tho time, but beenuso it wasn't 
taken quito so seriously it was transferred to tho Kaaoorgoricht. Tho 
troason in this case had not actually been accomplished. 

Q '.fitness, I asked you yostorday whether apart from this one 
conviction for betraying military secrets which tho WN recognizes as an 
action vtiich Justifies your membership, ycu have boon convicted of anything 
olso? You answered that a proceeding was started because of porjury 
and for making an untrue statoasdb. Would you pi ops o toll tho Tribunal 
briefly what the substance of these charges was and what result this 
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proccoding had? 

A At tho time I tried to protect poople, a fraud maneuver was 
developed and in this connection I node out an affidavit; as a result 
I was sworn in end a ft ex-wards I was punished for perjury and for ranking 
incorrect statements in an affidavit. I got one year in the ponitentiax-y 

for perjury and three months in prison for ranking inner re ct statements 

0 

in an affidavit, and three or four norths because I tx-ied to conait fraud* 

Q In view of the fact that the prceocution considers 'it important, 
when cross examining anyone, to mention all previous convictions, I 
would liko to ask you ttother apart free the so pro coo dings you woro 
convicted in 1925 on so so thing olse? 

A No, nothing in connection with 1925. Thoro was something clao 
in 1933. I got 7 months prison becauso of an attempt to cared t fraud. 

Q Ha.vo you been convicted for anything olse by a ccurt? 

A No. 

Q After your release from tho cacp Eatorwegon whon woro you 
arx-oated again by tho Gestapo? 

A In 1937. 

Q Woro you abroad boforo that? 

• • 

A Prom 1935 until 1937. 

Q Why did jou return to Goxnany in 1937? 

A At tho tino ny mother was sick and 1 was in Pails. At the 
request of ny brothers and sisters, I secretly x-etumed to Germany in ox-dor 

e 

to see ny mothor. In Saarbxuocken I was arx-osted. I was with tho CostapD 
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for 6 necks and was again sont to tho concentration caop. 

Q T/it re 33, originally it was our intention not to sutclt your 

• • J 

• 

affidavit, but to hear you bofore Tribunal VI itself. We, thorofore, 
coved that you bo called as witness bofore this Tribunal to be able 
to tostify thorc. This notion was approved and as a re silt tho Secretary 
General for theso military tribunals sent you a tolograa which info mod 
you of tho fact that you wore to testily in Nuernberg on the 13th of 
April, 1948. ^ 

A Yes, I received the tolograa. 

Q You roplicd that you had recelvod the telegram, is that correct? 
A Yos. 

Q W a s this on the 12th of April? 

A Ho. That oust have boon already on the 11th— on the 10th or 

e 

tho Uth. 

Q Witnoss, another tolograa was recoived by tho Lt. Charlos 
Paco free tho dofense inforaation ceittor. I have this telegrao in my 
hands in front of ce, and I quote tho telegrwa new. "I do not wish to 
tostify for tho defenso, I wont to withdrew ay affidavit", eignod 
"Franz Fuorstcnborg". 

A That is correct, I wroto that telogran after I had tallcod to 
friends previously. 

Q I bog your pardon, witness, if 1 intomipt you. I haven*t 

askod you any questions yet. I want to ask you this: aftor signing 

your affidavit or during ‘‘arch or April did anybody from tho WN approach 

year and ask you about tho contents of your affidavit? 
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A I was rot asked about the contents of tho affidavit, but only 
whether I interred to testify as witness for the defonso hero. 

Q Who asked you about this? 

A A oan fren Pinenburg. His naae wr.s Poeschl. 

Q Is this Poes chi also a ceober of the WN? 

A Toa. 

Q What did this can, Poeschl, toll you? 

A Whether I really wanted to go thoro. Surely I know from tho 
journal of tto WN that they did rot like to see any ooe testify on 
behalf of defendants in denazification or najor trials# 
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Q. "as it also indicated to you what might possibly happen to 
you if you still testified as a witness? 

A. I was told that I could expect to be expelled from the 
apart from that, there were certain groups or sections of the WN who 
had published this fact. 

Q. Apart from Poeschl, was anybody else present during that dis¬ 
cussion? 

A. No, not during that discussion. y 

Q. Did any other discussion take place later on where apart from 
Poeschl anyone else was present? 

' A. Yes. 

Q. Tfhen «s that? 

A. That was on the 11th in Ooslar. 

Q. In what office was it? 

A. It was in the private apartment of a Herr Base, whero the 
office also is. That was the sub-dopartaont of the WN, 

Q. In Ooslar then, at the house of this nan Hase, is tho office 
of the VVN in Ooslar, is that right? 

A. Yes. 

Q. How cany people talked to you at this office of the WN? 

A. Only one man negotiated with bo. 

Q. How many more were present? 

A. Two. 

Q. Vfhat did they tell you at the WN in Goslar as to what would 
happen if you still would testify for the defense or appeared as a wit¬ 
ness in Nurnberg at all? 
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A. They did not tell ae what would happen but they said they 
didn't like it. I considered that a certain aoount of pressure, and 
that is why I sent the telegran. I said that under those circumstances 
I did not want to oppose sy cccrades and therefore I would not go to 
Nurnberg. 

Q. You said you considered yourself under pressure. Were you 
afraid that you eight be expelled and that you might lose the advantages 
which the members of the WN have? ^ 

A. Yes. 

Q. In addition to your affidavit, I would like to ask you whether 
a so-called self-administration of the inmates existed in the Monowitz 
camp? 

A. Yes. The Monowitz Camp was exclusively administered by the 
SS or the inmates. 

Q. In Ca tap IV who was mainly active in the self-administration 
of the inrates, and which inmates were among the so-called prominent 
mocbors of the carp? Con you tell us some names? 

A. Prod no nt murders among the inrates were the camp elder; 
then the capo of the casp; then the reporter. 

Q. Who was the reporter? 

A. Gustl Herzog. Then the clerk in the office — 

Q. Who was he? 

A. His naze was Erwin SchulBof. Then the physicians among the 
inmates; a number of the block seniors; clerks in the political depart¬ 
ment; people of the chamber. 
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Q. I think, witness, that is enough. I would now like to ask 
you: In 1?1*7, did anybody approach you asking you to inquire from 
other inmates of the Uonowitz Camp as to whether they might be prepared 
to give an affidavit like you did, because after all you knew the in- 
nates? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Cta that occasion, did you contact inmates? 

A. Yes. I had a list of former inmates, among them were sane 
names whom I knew; realizing that I would meet these comrades again, 
that I would be able to exchange thoughts with them, I said I was pre¬ 
pared to visit these people. 

Q. What did these former inmates tell you about the livina 


Q. VThat did these former inmates tell you abcait the living 
conditions in the camp? Did they say the same things you said in your 
affidavit? 

A. Oi the whole, yos; those inmates who knew me assured mo re¬ 


peatedly that everything was very good in the plant. Some even oxchangod 
pleasant memories, but the result was not as 1 hid assumed. Although 
the testimony was along the samo lines, I was nevertheless told that 
the Jewish Comaittee had issued directives according to which no Jew 
should go to Nurnberg. 

Q. Ho further questions to the witness. 

CROSS EXAiaKaTlCW 


BY m. MIHSKCFF: 


Q. Hr. Tltness, both from your affidavit and your testimony today, 

nay 



I gather the i^jression that you were a political rather than a criminal 
inmate at I. 0. Auschwitz? Now is that so? 

A. No. 

D.;. SEIDL: i object to that question. The prosecutor said that 
he gathers certain impressions free the affidavit of the witnoss. This 
is an impression the prosecutor gains, somebody else might have a 
different impression. This is not an admissible question to the witness. 
I object to the form and the contents of that question. 

kH. ICfoKCFP: if Dr. Seidl would read the second paragraph of 
the affidavit I believe he would understand what is going on. The 
witness states, "In March 1933 on Potsdam day I ms arrested for being 
a member of the German League for Hurmn Rights, a pacifist movement. I 
went to Duisberg and later on to the concentration carp Poppenberg." 

"And this afternoon, on the questions put to him by Dr. Seidl, ho went 
into rather elaborate detail about being a pacifist and wording with the 
pacifist organization, and finally in 1925 being convicted for betrayal 
of secrets, all because he was working for a pacifist organization. I 
don't knew what kind of an impression Dr. Seidl gets from that but the 
prosecution definitely thinks that that ms an attoept to croato tho 
impression that ho was a political prisoner, and I want tho witnoss to 
answer the Court very cloarly as to whothar ho was apolitical prisoner 
or a criminal prisoner. 

THZ COQCSSIONrS: The record my show - 

ER. SEIDL: kr. Commissioner, I have no objection against the 

question whether the witness was a political or a criminal prisoner. I 

14231 


10 Ifey ) i 8-A-CC-22-5-Gaylord (Juellch) 
COURT VI, CASE VI, CCfiCSSIOi 


object to Ms not sirply being asked whether he wore a red or green 
triangle. If he "as asked what he wore he would probably say he wore 
a greer. triangle. 

THE CCMflSoIOUrS: All right, you my proceed, the record is 
complete now. 

lit. MIlBKOFf: i don't think the record could clearly show what 
he probably would say until he answers the question. I'd like the 

witness to answer the question: TTaa he a criminal prisooor or a 

y 

political prisoner? 


U23 2 


A. I was sent to a concentration cacp in the later years for 
betraying military secrets, according to a decision of the Karroorgericht 
in Berlin. This document contained exact statements concerning acts 
endangering the state. 

Q. Ur. Witness, the question I asked was, when you were in 

I. G. Auschwitz were you there as a criminal prisoner or a political 
prisoner? 

A. I came from Gusen to Uonowitz with a green triangle but this 
does not exclude that one was not political. Many Jews also wore a 
green triangle. Apart from that it depended on the whin of each canp 
commandant, how he marked his inmates. 

Q. Ur. Witness, is it your testimony then that although you had 
the green triangle of the criminal prisoner you were also political 
and that it was merely the whim of the casp coemander which mado you 
wear a green triangle? Is that your testimony? 

A,. Uy testimony is that the decision said that because I triod 
to betray military secrets I an being taken into protective custody. 

Ify other convictions were never roferrod to. I was roeroly taken Into 
a concentration carp bocauso of sy dangor to tho stato. 

Q. I am not clear now anymore: Why did you have agroon triangle 
which is what the criminals wore? 

A. This was the triangle of those under protective custody. 

Q. Ur. Witness, cm Juno 30, 1926, when you wore convicted in 
Duisburg, was that for a political crime or was that for perjury? 
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A. This was a criac of perjury. This was not expressly a political 

crina. 

Q. Now, Mr. Witness, do you recall what punishment you wero given 
at that tire? 

I 

A. A year of hard labor. 

Q. And what else? 

A. Oie year of hard labor. 

DR. SEIDLs Your Honor, I object to the question because the wit- 
noss has already answered these questions in direct examination by the 
Defense. The witness was asked by no whether he had been convicted be¬ 
cause of porJury and he was asked whether he had been convicted for 
making false statements in an affidavit and ho was asked whether ho was 
convicted for fraud. All this was already asked during direct examina¬ 
tion. I do not object to tho fact that questions are asked of the wit¬ 
ness; I meroly object to the sane questions being asked of the witnoss 
which he has already a nswerod. 

UR. MlJ&kO'yx i supposo thoro is no way anyone can got Dr. 

Seidl to listen to what's going on and save tho tins of the Conmission. . 
The questions being put to this witness are not tho saoo as thoao 
Dr. Seidl put to him. They are in addition to tho onos ho put to him, 
and tho witnoss said to Dr. Seidl that he was convicted and hod a ono 
year penitentiary tern, and I have asked this witness to tell the Court 
what other punishaonts ho was given at that tine in addition to the 
one year in the penitentiary. 

THE 'WITNESS: i dcxi't know what I am to say here. Are ttose minor 
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minor convictions? I got one year of penitentiary because of perjury 
and I lost ay civil rights and I lost the right to appear as a witness 
for five years. 

BY UR. 1G&KCFF: 

Q. That's scoething in addition to what you told Dr. Soldi, 

I thought the Court might want to know that. And this was during the 

Weiaar Republic; this was long beforo the Nazi region took ovor, isn't 

1 

that correct? 

y 

A. It was in 1926. 

Q. Thank you. N<*r, Ur. Witnoss, you say you had five years loss 
pf civil rights and also five yoars incapacity to testily as a witnosa 
or an export. Mr. Witness, isn't it a fact that at that tino you were 
forbiddon to ever be a witness to testify permanently, not for fivo 
years7 

A. I talked of tho loss of civil rights for fivo years. Whether 
tho other iton was for tho rost of cy Ufo I do not know. 

Q. Now, Ur. Witness, when was the next tino you wore convictod 
of connitting a criao? 

A. I have already said, in 1926 for executing tho affidavit. 

I no longer know when this was. It was also in 1926. 

Q. And that was becauso you had nado a falso atatomont under 
oath; isn't that correct? 

A. It ms the sane statonftnt for which I was sworn in later on 
and was convicted because of perjury. It was the sane natter. Tho 
affidavit was sndo first and afterwards I was sworn in, so that I was 
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convicted twice for one crirw. 

Q. Now, Vr. Witness, when was the next tlno after that that 
you were convicted of a crime? 

A. I have already repeated, because of fraud; after 1926 I was 
again convicted in 1933. 

Q. Now, between 1926 and 1933 were you ovor convicted of another 

crime? 

A. (No response) 

Q. I as sorry, I didn't hoar that answer. 

A. I haven't quite understood yet how I aa to understand this. 

As far as I know I was convicted in 1925 and 1926 of porjury for making 
false statements in an affidavit and of fraud. All this was in 1926, 
as far as I roacaber. 

Q. All right. Then you had no furthor troublo until 1933. Ia 
that your testimony? 

A. Yos, until 1933 I was not convictod any more. 

Q. Now, Ur. Witnoss, you aro under oath today too, you understand 

that? 

A. I do not renombor any other criminal act until 1933. 

Q, Ur. Witnoss, on tho 2nd of Uarch 1928 weren't you convictod 
again for corplicity in forgory and for an attempted fraud and sont to 
prison? 

A. No. In 1927 I was in prison. I don't know where I could have 
boon convictod then. I was not reloased until the beginning of 1929. 
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Q. Now, Ur. Witness, just think carefully. In Duisburg, on 
the 2nd of Uarch 1928, wasn't there again a charge against you and a 
conviction against you for complicity in forgery and for attested 
frauds and weren't you given an additional four Booths' tern? 

A. This is the conviction which I aentioned before froa 1926. 

In 1926 I was only convicted of perjury and of caking false state- 
cents under oath; and in 1928 I got the four nonths. I onphasizod 
that but in ay opinion this was in 1926 but it night have been during 
=y detention that I was convicted. The actual crino also dates back 
to 1925. I believed that I had been cccvictod of this in 1926. It 
is possible that it was during detention but I aontionod the prison 
aentonce. 

Q. Now, ibr. Witness, it is perfectly true that thoro was a con¬ 
viction in 1925 and again an 29 Octobor 1926. This is a third one on 
2 Uarch 1928. The ono in 1926 was at Cfcorhauson. This was at Duis¬ 
burg. Now, you have forgotten that ontiroly? 

A. Tes. I Bust differentiate hore. The affida/it was mado at 
the Antsgericht in Oberhausen and tho conviction was pronounood in 
Oberhauson Wiile the case of porjury was handled in Duisburg. 

This conviction of fraud dates back to 1925 and I was convicted 
during ay detention in Duisburg. It was cy opinion that this was also 
in 1926. I cannot coaait any ericas while I an being detained bocauso 
I was in custody in 1928. There is probably sore mistake hero. 

Q. Now, Ur. Witness, in 1928 didn't tho court nako it clear 
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again that in ad d itiai to a fivo year penalty in the penitentiary, and 
this tine a ten year loss of civil rights, that you were permanently 
prohibited and forbidden to testify as a witness in any case? 

A. In 1928? 
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DR. SEIDLt I object to the question. The reason is that in ay 
hands I have an oxcerpt of the ccmunication concerning tho conviction 

0 

of this witness, ard 1 shall quoto fron its 

"Conviction of Keseergericht of 10 Deceober 1925; fivo years 
penitentiary; 5 yoara loss of civil rights ard surveillance by police." 

I cannot assume that this ccosunication of 27 August 1945 should bo 

./ 

so incorroct that such a contradiction should exist botween tho Prosecutor's 
documents arxl this communication. 

UR. KINSKDFFj Dr. Soldi, well, there's no way to explain it. 

Dr. Soldi. The witness understood the question. Ho'a referring to 1925, 

wo passed over that half an hour ago- Wo are speakir* of convictions in 

0 

1926 ard 1928, on forgery ard perjury, and on thoso convictions, 

particularly in 1928, tho Court stated in very dear terns that in addition 

• • 

to a five-year penalty in the penitentiary, 5 years ard 11 months in tho 

0 

penitentiary, and 10 years loss of civil rights, that this nan was 
pcmanontly forbidden to testify in any case, and I ask tho witnoss 
whether ho rocalls that? 

A This tan only concern tho general combination of convictions 
where all convictions wore ccobinod into 5 years ard 11 months of 
pordtentiary, ard tho previous eonviction of loss of civil ritfits for life 
was mentioned here again. I got 5 years of loss of civil rights for 
betraying military secrets. Ihen 5 more years later. All this was 
ccabined into 5 years and 11 months in the peniter* inry and 10 years loss 
of civil rights. * 

Q art the pert that prohibited yew free testifying as a witness 
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only ceco as a result of the fraud and perjury, aixi false affidavit chargos 
♦ 

against you, isn't that correct? 

A Tos. 

Q Ur. Witness, now on 7 March 1933, the charge ageinst you thoro 

s 

was again forgery of docuaorts and illegal collusion and fraud, as wo 11 
as attoapted fraud, is that correct? 

0 

A Yos, I said so. 

Q Mow, Ur. Witness, isn't it true that in March 1936, acne five 
years lator, you were again Convicted of fraud and forgery and rocoivod 
a four-month tom in Duisburg? 

A That's not right. When did you say this was? 

Q On 2 March 1938? 

A I was in the camp then. It canrot bo right. It isn't correct, 
Thoso aro my convictions which I stated, and thoro are no more. In March 
1936, I nevor was in Duisburg. 

Q Ur. Witnoss, in Octobor 1547, woro you found guilty of a crimo 
of broaching tho price regulations ri^t hero under the Amorlcan occupation? 
A For violating tho local prlco regulations I got a fino of 75 marks. 
Q That was in October 19A7, isn't that right? 

A Yos. 

Q Now M r . Witness, what kind of work do you do? 

A At tho accent I am ft business representative. 

Q And what kind of work? 

A I work for the supply central office of the Goman mining system 

0 • 

in Wupportal, for the fim of rtubela. 
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Q And you havo been so employed for tho last year? 

A Tcs. 

■ 

Q N<#r Mr. Witness, when you testified a little oarlior that jou 
spike with sooe imates and tho mentioned to you that they didn't think 
it was ritfit for you to testify in Nuomberg, isn't it a fact that tho 
reason you sow theso inmates was you wero trying to get affidavits free 
them for the Defense? 

DR. SEIDL: I do not want to cbject to tho question. I merely 
want to have it clarified which inmates or what period of time tho 
Prosecutor means. Whether he means that discussion which took placa in 

Goo lor a few weeks ago with members of the WN, or Just to whom he roforo? 

• • 

UR. UIWSKOPF: I will get to all of them. Just give mo timo. 

THE COMfISSICNER: A^out how long do you think this witness will 
last? Will you get throutfi with him by A:30? 

UR. &NSK0FF* About 1$ minutes. Will the sound track go out 
before then? 

THE COlMSSIONiR! We will go on until 4*30 and then wo will rocoss. 

UR. KINSKDPF: O.K. 

HT UR. UINSKOPF* 

# • 

Q Now, Ur. Witness, do you have the last quostion or shall I 
repeat it? 

A Ploase repeat it. 

Q You stated on direct examination that you spoko to a nuebor of 
inmates who belongod to the innate Persecutoo Organization, and you felt 
under pressure when you spoke to.then because they suggested that you 
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shouldn*t toatify in Suerrhorg. Mow, tho qucation I put po you was, 
isn't it a fact that the occasion on irfiich you spoke to thoao irciatos 

* 

was due on behalf of the Defense who were seeking affidavits from then, 
and they refused to give thee to you and stated why in very clear terms? 
Isn't that a fact? 

A Mo, I never approached those witnesses to get statements. In 
no case. 
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Q kr. Witness, ia it your tea tic-'ny that you have net appr'jachod 
any irnatea to give affidavits for the Defense? 

n I have already said that I cade a trip 3 I had a list of fernor 
ccnradcs rdieo I visited. TTc talked quite casually about conditions. I 
said thcro that as a witness I wculu describo the inpressions which I 

had pained thon in iionowitz. I never even told these people that thoy 

y 

should nako a statesent. 

w ’•foil, I aa not quite sure that I pot your answer. Is it you* 
testimony that ycu never have requested an innate who had lived ir, 
kenowitz to cive a statenont for the Defenso? New, you say you hod 
or hasn't? 

DR. SLIDLi Mr. Cemisaioner, again I don't want to object, but I 
boliove that the Prvsocutor should clarify which discussion ho is talking 
about, who the r he ia talking about the suiwwinc of this witnuss to 
tho WN in April «.f this yoar ebcut which ho reported, and while Pooschl, 
Hase, and a third parson wore prosont. I havo tho fcoling that tharo is 
a sis take hero bocauso the witnoas is talkirv. ab.ut ono thing and tho 

* 

ros ecu tor is speaking of anc.thor. 

PR. KdtSXQFFi I will try to be as clonr as I can. 

THE CG-SflSSIOCnti Kill you fix a tise and place whon hu did that? 

BY 1ft. KDSKOFF: 

Q This nan, 1 d-n't know, may have, during tho last yoar, spent 
nest of his tine Just looking for inrates. Ho say not have. I an 

asking the witness, is it a fact that he tes, Jurii« this last year, 

• 

contacted quite a few iimatcs of Monewit* with the express purpose of 
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gaining affidavits frcn then for the Defense? That's a very sirup lo 
question, 

A I have already answered to thit, I was in Berlin and thoro I 
visited i_nnfttcs, 1 talked to thea but I nuvor asked an innate to give 
an affidavit. This was neroly an inffrnational conversation, whothor 
and hnji the people wmld describe their impressions. I never asked any 
inaatfr to give an affidavit abcut this. If I had had the inprossion 
that these people would do that, thon this was up to the Dofunso to do 
this, 

Q New, Mr. witness, do ycu rencstoor sooing Ur. Posoncr in Hajuburg, 
wb.o was an innate at Monowitz with y^u? 

A Yes. 

Q Njw, dr you recall spooking to this Ur. Poeanor about conditions 
at Auschwitz, and whothor ho would bo willing to testify for the Dofonso? 

A No, I never requested anything like this of Ur. Posoncr. Ho is 
tho District Socrotary of tho WN, for Schleswig-Holstein. I revor asked 
Wncr to testify to anything. On. the contrary. Hr. Peso nor nwroly 
gave uj a written statsnont that I hod behaved decently as an iroate 
in tho oanp, that I had holped cany Jews, and that when tho Germans woro 
transferred to Go ruin blocks, I never went there, I remained in tho 
Jewish block with uy follow innates. Tint r A s the subjoct natter of 
our discussion. Posoncr told cc then that ho hid boon In Nurnborg and 
also soac of the nth'* c- orades, tut I never asked Posoncr to testify 
or say anything like that or cake an affidavit. That's quite impossible. 
Apart free that I gave this written statement of Poscnor to the Defense. 

This shruld show dearly that this c-uld not h.ve boon the caso. 
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Q Now, sfr. Witness, you told the C~urt on direct exanination that 
these witnesses you spoke to gave pretty ouch the same icprcssir.n of 
Mcncwitz that you gave in your affidavit* Now where did Ur. Pi,?oner 
tell ywi what he thought cf 1,0. Farben's role in Monowitz? In I*G S 
Auschwitz? 

A We talked very little ab ut the lifo in Ucnowitz. Poaener know 
ne, and re had spent ua ny happy hours together. We exchanged ntaaorios, 
and Pc'Btnor did not have so cuch tine# He was always too busy to unablo 
us to talk about this at length. 

Q and yru nova* informed anybody of tho Defense that Posoner could 
not be used as a witness because of the things he said about I.G, Farbon'e 
role in I.G. Auschwitz? 

A He, one could not say that this was informtion because no did 
not discuss Monowiti at length. Posener was ploasod to see no again. 

Wo talked to oach other, Ho introduced ne to other comrades and told 
thon that wo had bean threugh a r-ugh time, wo wero togethor in tho 
sane block, and wo oxchangod accoirs. Nothing more. I c- uld not say 
he narto any unfavorable remarks, 

VR. HIH5X0FF: Now, Mr. Ccmnissimor, in view cf tho fact that it is 
now U:30, shall I rocoss and centime ttacranr arming? 

TIE CCSr iSCIOH^j Tes. 

MR. KINSKOFFs How late tccorrm aiming can wo start? 

THE CCHilISSICN^Rs 9 : 30 , 

(’he CocniBsion rccossed until 0930 heurs, 11 May 19h8). 
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Official Transcript of Military Tribunal 
VI, Case VI, in the natter of the United 
States of “series, against Carl Krauch, 
et al., defendants, sitting at Nuernberg, 

Geraany, on 11 May 1948, Justice Shake 
presiding, 

THS MARSHAL: Persons in the Courtroen will please find 
their seats. ?he Honorable, the Judges of Military Tribunal 
VI. Military Tribunal VI Is now In session. Qod save the 
United States of America and this Honorable Tribunal, There 
will be order in the Court^ 

THE PRESIDENT; Make your report, Mr. Marshal. 

THE :AR9KAL; May it pleaee Your Honors, all defendants 
are present save the defendant Hoerleln, absent due to 
Illness. 

THE PRE3ID2NT; Any announcements from oounsel? 

DR. VON .3TZLER (For the defendant Oajevskl); Mr. 
President, I received this morning an affidavit enclosing a 
photostatlo copy of a newspaper artiole, wnlch I would like 
to introduce, with Your Honors' permlse'on, as Defense 
Exhibit 85 for the defendant Oajewskl* 

THE PRESIDENT; Does. It have a document number? 

DR. VON METZLER; It Is — well, I'm afraid, Mr. President 
T haven't got the document nuraoer because ray secretary Is 
not here yet. 
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time, ao we can keep the record clear, and I will lay the 
note aalde here, "hat exhibit number will it bear? 

DR. VON HSTZLZR; 85, Mr. ^resident. Gajewskl 85. 

THE PRESIDENT; Then sometime give U6 the document number 
eo we will have a complete record of it. 

DR. VON IS ZLSRj Yea, thank you very much. 

MR. SPRECHER; Hr. Prealdent, even at this time could 
we have an Indication of the nature of thle newepaper article 
and when it was published and where? 

DR. VON iSTZLER: Mr. Prealdent, thla la a letter to 
the editor published In the Trltlah Journal of Photography In 
the issue of 1 November 1946, Volume 93, on page 398. There 
la a specific paragraph In thla letter of the editor which 
la of some importance with regard to the nature of the product¬ 
ion of Agfa. Hay I very briefly read thle paragraph to tho 
court; "C“OS official report — Agfa Film Faotory — Research 
for wartime needs was unknown In the sense In whloh we 
understand it in ‘‘ngland, and close contract with government 
research organization does not appear to have existed. 

Agfa research workers appeared to oe quite unfamiliar with 
the problems of air photography." The report goes on to say 
that as Professer Egbert and many of his researoh staff were 
in bad odor on account of their knewn antl-nazl views, the 
company was subjected to considerable Inconvenience. 

MR. 3PRECKSR; Mr. President, I don't think we have to 
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go farther to note the purpose at thle 6tage o i Introducing 
a letter from an editor. 

THE PRESIDENT; Gentlemen, I think we have too many other 
matters of pressing Importance today to take up the question 
of the admissibility of individual documents. Before the day 
la over we will make some order with respect to that that 
will protect the rights of the prosecution to object before 
the books are finally closed on the evidence. Rather let's 
adhere to our rule, because if we depart from It we are 
likely to consume a lot of time here that we desperately 
need to finish our program. 

MR. SPRICHER; I'm sorry, Mr. President. As I understood 
the rule that had already been laid down, this would clearly 
be outside of any permissible evidence. 

THE PRESIDENT; You nay present that in a motion at the 
proper time. 

DR. SILCHER; Mr. President, on the general subject, 
"Responsibility of the Voretand", I want to offer three raoro 
doouments. 

THE PRESIDENT; Counsel, if you ple*»se, we are going to 
attack this matter of additional doouments rather vigorously 

I 

Just in a little while. Ve do have a rather pressing sit¬ 
uation concerning two possible wetnesses on the stand 
whose physical condit’on is such that we want to dispose of 
them as promptly as we can, and I think, if you do not 
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nlnd and will be here during the day, we will ask you to 
step aside until we have taken care of that natter, and 
then we will hear you. 

DR. SILCHSR; Of course. 

DR. VOK IIETZLER; Mr. President, I have Just been 
furnished with the document number. May I introduce It 
now? 

THE PRESIDENT; Yes. 

DR. VON '27ZIER; It's gajewekl Document, 85, Exhibit 85. 

THE PRESIDENT; Thank you. 

DR. VON MSTZLER: Much obliged. 

THE PRESIDENT; Since the rulllnes wnlch the Tribunal Is 
about to make may have some direct or Indirect influence 
on the subsequent procedure in the trial, even at the risk ef 
consuming a little tine we should like to clear the decks of 
some ponding matters. Judge Morris hea a notion on which 
he will rule on behalf of the Tribunal. 

JUDGE ORRIS; The motion now under consideration Is 
that filed May 5, 1948, by Dr. Dlx, “udolf Dix, representing 
all of the defendants, and with respect to statements hereto¬ 
fore made cy the Tribunal as to affidavits of defendants 
who have not taken the witness stand and therefore have no 
suojected themselves to examination and cross-examination, 
the motion proposes that these affidavits be stricken with 
respect to defendants other than the affiants. 
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The Tribunal rules with respect to such affidavits, 
being those of the defendants von Schnitzler and Lauteneoh- 
laeger, that the consideration of the affidavits of these 
affiants who have not taken the witness stand, is restricted 
to the affiants, and such affidavits are not considered as 
evidence against defendants other than the affiants themselves. 

The motion also includes an affidavit of Dr. ter Heer, 
Document NI 5187. osing Prosecution's Exhibit 334, dated 
22 April 1947, m which Dr. ter Keer sets fortli a quotation 
from a statement fiver, to him by Dr. Schmitz, which the 
affiant ter Mej.* discusses at considerable length In hie 
affidavit. 

It la the opt ion of the Tribunal, and it therefore rules, 
that the entire affidavit of Dr, ter Meer. who did go on the 
witness stand, u admissible In evidence and will be con¬ 
sidered with respect to all defendants; and that tho state¬ 
ment of Dr, Sohnltz will not oe stricken therefrom as requested 
by the motion. 
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JUDGE HEBERT; For the record I wish to make one brief 
statement. I recognize that the ruling Just entered oy 
the Tribunal is procedurally proper at this time as being 
consistent with the theory upon which this case has been tried 
to date, and because it Is in harmony with the ruling of the 
Tribunal that was previously announced on this general subjoot. 
But for the record It will be recalled that when this matter 
was earlier under consideration I stated at that time that I 
was not prepared to spy that, in the event a situation should 
develop in which one ef the defendants should not take the 
witness stand, that his affidavit might not oe considered in 
evidence for all purposes and against all defendants. 

4 

Since that time I have had the opoortunltj to give , 
further consideration to the general qusstlon Involved, and 
I deem it a matter of considerable Importance in relation to 
the procedure in the conduct of war crimes trials generally, 
based upon my subsequent studies, I am more firmly convinced 
than ever that the entire series of rulings of the Tribunal, 
with reference to the admissibility ef affidavits, Is in 
error and in derogation of the provisions of Military Ordinance 
Number 7. 

I am convinced that one of the principal purposes In provid¬ 
ing for the admissibility of affidavits In derogation of the 

ordinary hearsay rule was te provide a means for the porpet- 

/ 

uatlon of evidence In the form of affidavits, In recognition of 
the very practical problem that the affiants ml^ht not be 
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produced when the trial was in progress. I say that thpt Is 
one of the purposes. I think there were other purposes; such, 
for example, as to facilitate the presentation of evidence, 
end of course the negative also — the hearsay rule. 

The entire series of rulings Is predicated upon the Idea 
that unless the affiant, where the prosecution introduces an 
affidavit, is subjected to cross-examination, the affidavit 
Is not admissible, because cross-examlnat*on is deemed to be 
a matter of right, and the affiant Is conslderod as a witness 
giving testimony ajalnst the defendants. 

I believe that that Is in violation of the rule of 
construcglon that you should attempt to give effect and foroe 
to all provisions in construing a statute or a procedural 
ordinance of the type that Is here Involved, and that this le 
not the correct interpretation of Military Ordinance Number 7, 
or, to sum up, that affidavits are admissible, even though the 
affiant can not be produced for cross-cxaralnat on, rogardloso 
of tho nason for which he cannot be produced — whether he is 
not available within the Jurisdiction, whether he Is deceased 
(as in the caee of the Hoess affidavit) or whether he Is a . 
defendant who claims the privilege against aelf-lncrlrainatlon 
and does not elect to take the witness stand. 

Bo, with those reservations and recognizing, however, that 
Inasmuch as this case has been tried upon the theory that these 
statements in affidavits v-uld be disregarded insofar as co- 
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defendants are concerned, I express ny disagreement generally 
with the ruling. 

JUD32 Ii'iTlRFLL: Having in mini ay continued responsibility 
as an alternate member of this Tribunal, it is incumbent upon 
me to state, for th* record, ay position on the question concern¬ 
ing the admissibility of evidence as to which the Tribunal, 
by a majority of its members, has Just made a ruling. 

To avoid taking up the tine of the Tribunal unduly, I 
shall rad only a few paragraphs from a statement and file 
the full statement with the Secretary General as a record in 
this case. 

Firat, a word as to what I mean oy the phrase, "ray con¬ 
tinued responsibility as an alternate member of this Tribunal." 

My position is such that full responsibility for sharing 
the decisions of the Tribunal would be imposed upon mo only if 
one of the regular Judges.of the Tribunal should, for some 
roeson, oeoomo indisposed and could no Ion* or serve. It 
is a possibility — out it is my hope and prayer that it will 
not occur — that I may oe called upon to assume the placo of 
any one of the three regular members of tha Tribunal. From that 
time I would share direct responsibility for the final determin¬ 
ation and Judgment of this Tribunal. In the light of that 
prospect, I oannot close my mind to the possible effects 
which the rulings of this Tribunal, made during the trial, 
may have on the final result. 
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The ruling of the Tribunal that affidavits of those de¬ 
fendants who do not take the stand as witnesses will not be 
considered as to other defendants, is a corollary to the 
ruling of the Tribunal that affidavits of affiants will 
not oe admitted upon a showing that such af lants are not 
available for cross-examination. I agree with the opinion as 
expressed oy Judge Hegerfen December 2, 1947, and repeated 
today — that the admissibility of evidence should not depend 
upon the availability of the affiant as a witness for the 
purpose of crose-exanlnat'on. 

A thorough study of the provisions of the charter, °ontrol 
Counoll Law Number 10, and Ordinance Number 7 prescribing rules 
of procedure for these Tribunals, and the precedents established 
by other Tribunals administering International law, convinced 
me that m keeping with the expr'ssed intent of the law to 
avoid technical rules of evidence and to admit any evidence 
deemed to have probative value, affidavits should be rocolved 
in evidence without regard to whether the affiant is available 
for cross-examination.. 

Of course, It oust be r<*»gnized that, in a ooarch for 
truth, cross-examination is an important help. However, evon 
without crosa-exaralnat'on, the sworn statement glvon by one 
conscious of the possibility of penalty for a false state¬ 
ment has a certain weight beyond that of the ordinary 
voluntary statement given without the sanction Sf an oath. 
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The lech of cross-examination goes to the wight of the evidence 
and nit to its admissibility. As a statement given in the 
form contemplated by the Ordinance, the afflc-avit should be ad¬ 
mitted so that it can os considered in the light of all 
the circumstances and given such wight as, in the sound Judg¬ 
ment of the Tribunal, it is entitled to receive. 

The ruling Just announced, in my mind, is a contradiction 
•f the clear intent ef the charter, a nullification of the * 

provisions of the Ordinance binding upon this Tribunal, and 

•> 

contrary te the procedure established and followed by other 
Tribunals enforcing international lew. 

It is ny opinion that the affidavits should be considered 
•s evidence as to any defendant to whom they refer directly 
or indirectly — even though the defendant giving the 
affidavit ie not croas-exa-ilned by or on behalf of the defend¬ 
ant thus roforred to — and given euch weight as, undor the 
circumstances, including lack of cross-examination, In the 
sound discretion of the Tribunal, they deserve. 

JU20E SHAKE; I merely wish to state for the record that 
i concur with the views expressed and the ruling made on 
oehalf of the Tribunal by Judge ilorrle. 

Now gentlement, we have some ocher matters. On 11 
February Dr. *’elte filed a motion with respect to Document 
NI 12452, Prosecution's Exhibit 1715. ihat pertained 
to the documents attached to the affidavit of Dr. rondos. 

•U255 - - 


11 May 1948-H-MSD-S-6-Mills (Katz) 

Court VI, Case Vi 

Since It has subsequently been made to appear to the Tribunal 
that the documents connected with that exhibit ha u e been made 
available, the motion is now dismissed without any ruling. 

The notion of Dr. Boettcher on behalf of the defendant 
Krauch, dated 10 May asking the Tribunal te strike from the 
evidence Prosecution's Exhibits 1840, 1841, 1842, 1843,1979, 
and 1980, is overruled oy the Tribunal. 

The motion presented by Dr. Rudolf Dlx on behalf of 
the defendant Schmitz on 7 May, with efarenc* to the 
Prosecution's Exnlblt Number 334, is denied in view of the 
statement made by counsel for the prosecution on the record 
yesterday. 

The motion presented by Dr. Aschenauer on behalf of tho 
defendant Oattineau on 5 May 1948, relating to Document 3763, 
is denied for the reason that the motion does not sufficiently 
advise the Tribunal of the exhibit involved and tho Tribunal 
will not search the record for grounds for striking a 
document. 

HR. SPR"CHER : «r. President, did I misunderstand the 
exhibit number? I thought you said 3763. 

THE P!"3IDENT: I said Document “umber 3763. I do not 
know what the exhibit numoer is. That is the reason why tho 
motion is denied, without considering it on its merits. 

The motion of Dr. Flaechsner, Dr. Hoffmann, dated 
5 May 1948, to strike the prosecution's exhibits 2206, 2207, 
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and 2208 fron the record, la overruled because the oojoctlona 
lodged against these exhibits go, in the opinion of the 
Tribunal, to the weight to oe attached to them rather than 
to theit admissibility. 
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The notion filed on kay 10, 1948, by counsel for tho defendants 

• ♦ • 

Oijowski, Bu-rgin, lautcnschlacgcr, and Kuohne, relating to Prosecution* s 

Zxhibit 2263, offered by tho Prosecution as a part of its rebuttal, is 

sustained, and said Exhibit 2263 is stricken free the evidence. • 

• • 

The notion presentod on Uay 7, 1948, by Dr. kuollor and signed by a 
largo nuabor of tho neubers of coinscl for tho defendants, which consists 


really of eight separate end distinct notions, wi" not bo foreally ruled 

• 

upon by this Tribunal. • Those notions present questions of law, interpretations 

of ordinances and statutes, which tho Tribunal feels ttet it will bo in a 

# 

bettor position to deal with, insofar as it nay bo noccssary to concom 
ouroslvss about such natters, after no have heard tho orgiccnts of counsol, 
considorod tho briefs submitted by the partios, and ccoo to tho responsibility 
of writing a final Jud^xent. 


So for as tho chair knoirs, this now disposes of ell pending notions. ' 
It docs occur occasionally that saao notion doos not roach us bcccuso it 


is tied up sene way along the lino in tho processing of dccuacnts. If any 
of Dofenso counsol know of any pending mat tor in the nature of c nation that 
has not now boon rulod upon, plcoso call our attention to it during tho 
courso of tho day, so that ro can find the documents and make the appropriate 


ruling. 


Dr. Bemdt, arc you ready to procood with tho examination of your 
witness? 

0 a 

DR. BERNDT: Hr.. President, four Honors, I have already sutnittod 
threo books on tho regulation of cconcoy in tho Third Roich and have 
ossipiod exhibit numbers to tho individual documents. Today I sfould like 


14258 





11 Key 1948-41-DJG—3-2-Scfrcb (Katz) 
CXJUBT ' VI, CASE VI 


to er-kc a few very abort ptrito cn this end shall anphaaicc only the most 
ossential logal provisions. Following that I shell interrogate the witnoaa, 
who doos not cono from the Far ben enterprise and who will show by a fow 
practical examples how the economy was controlled in Nazi Gcraany and what, 
in particular, the position of the entrepreneur was. In the threo books I 
to vc coop lied tho cost important laws and ordinances which wore issuod in 
the fiold of oconceics free 1933 on by the Nazi Government through thoso 
laws end ordinances. 

Tho original freo Ceram enterprises woro littlo bjr'littlo, at first, 
mado port of tho general plan under the Third Reich, thon dircctod by tho 
State, oriented and dominated along Nasi lines, and, finally, ruthlessly 
subjected, so that tho original free cconocy was transformed into a rogi- 
nented oconoay. Three books have boon compiled, and if one roads them today 

ono is astonished at how cleverly tho Nazis managod, with tho aid of theso 

• • • 

logal provisions, to roach their aim, naaoly, deminating and rogimanting 
tho Goman cconcoy. Every book is preceded by tho same index. From that you 
can sco that the laws have boon dividod into soven groups, tho first two 
of which aro contained in the first book; tho next two in tho oocond book; 
and tho fifth, sixth and seventh croup in tho third book. I want to discuss 
these very briefly. Tho first group — 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Bemdt, that is highly argumentative. *.fo would 
bo glad to have your views, but this is, as wo understand it, tho last day 
for tho presentation of evidence. TJo understood that the program today 
would be taken up primarily by receiving additional documents and, in 
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addition to that, hearing the testimony of a witness or so. Tfo think you 
ought to call -your witness and easy tine him and loavc tho argument until 
the tine for arguaent arrives. 

DR. B2HNDT: Couldn't the Tribunal permit s»c, novortholoss, to explain 
brio fly the nost essential laws and ordinances that have been issued in tte 
fiold of regulation of tho cconceay, trith only a few short scntcncos? I don't 
bcliovc that would be arguaait but iwtuld be only a sn a il accompanying music 
to a very sober sort of lan, 

THE PRESIUNT: ftew uuch time wuld it tako you. Dr. Bemdt? 

DR. EERtDT: Seven minutes. 

THE PRESIDENT: That nuuis you idll bo through beforo a quartor of ten. 
You may proceed. 

DR, EEHNDT: Very -.oil. Thank you. In tho first group I have compiled 
thoso provisions which contain tho basic measures issued by tho Nazis for 

allogod organization of cconcoy but, in roality, for tho domination of froo 

# 

oconccy. I emphasize tho Law for tho Regulation of National Labor, which 
is tho most, famous of tho organizational law of the Third Roich, and also 
tho Law for tho Organizational Structure of German Economy, tho basic law 
for tho later stato control and direction of cconcoy. 

I further aaphasizo tho ordinanco about tho Chambers of Induotry and 
Coaccrcc, which mado it possible for the loodorship of tho Stato to trans¬ 
form thoso Chanbors of Industry and Cosotreo, which had originally boon tho 
froo, independent representatives of cconoay, into an arbitrary instrument 
of tho government for the domination of oouacrcc and production. I also 
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ncntion tho Fuohrcr Ordinance of October 1936, the War Economy Ordinance 
of k September, 1939, which fixed even the death penalty for any conduct 
detrimental to tho war. 

In the second group contains the labor coredtaent laws, which subjected 
the entire German people and which affected each particular member by way 
of procurement of labor, Tho ontiro German pcoplo wore called into tto 
absolute labor scrvico of tho totalitarian state. I emphasize tho Dccroo 
for the Change of Regulations of Labor Coaxaitraent, dated 1 September 1939. 
Hero the Reich Labor Minister is given blanket plenipotentiary power for 

adapting labor cocmitxacnt to state political necessities. This gave the 

• 

administration authorities — namely, the Reich Labor Minister — tho author¬ 
ity to order that any German be subjocted to compulsory labor without any 
legal action, in tho interest of tho Nazi stato. 

Tho Third Group contains tho laws which refer to tho National Social¬ 
ist Compulsory Order Provision on prices and profits. In their practical 
results, they precluded free initiative of tho csploycr and brought economy 
completely into the control of tho National Socialist Leadership as far as 
price was concerned. I want to emphasize throe laws: tho Law on tho 
Distribution of Profits in Stock Corporations; the so-callod Loan Stock 
Law. Although the large private enterprises bod to boar tho costs of tho 
innsr-Gennan boom which was artificially activated since 1933, thceo laws 
prevented tho entrepreneurs free making any profits from this economic boocn. 

Tho legislation on foroipi currency has boon compiled in tho fourth 
group. It was croatcd out of an a crgcncy ct first, sinco Germany had a 
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scarcity of foreign cxehan/y: because of the scarcity of raw materials. This 
emergency was deliberately exploited by the State Leadership in order to 
bvJcc the free enterprise ready to accopt the wished of tho Nazi totalitarian 
state. 

. In tho fifth group aro coa.ilod the special lars of tho Third Roich 
for tho purpose of dominating production and comodity exchange. They woro 
issued boginning with the first year of the National Socialist regimo, 
and noro end more in the courso of tho years excluded tho frcodca.of privato 
entorpriso. May I cophasizo here the provision on the .establishment of 
control agoncios, which provided tor the rationing of all raw n'.tcrials 
and consumers' by Roich agencies. 

The sixth group contains the provisions about controlled cconotjy in 
tho sector of building and construction, which was the koy position for 
German private cconocdc dovolojxicnt, Frivato indistry was permitted no 
moro leeway at all here. No cconouy could carry out tho loast expansion 
of its plants without having to get a special permit for oach little act. 

Your Honors will rcocubor tills Exhibit 109, which was introduced by 
Dr. Adbros. This shows that for construction of the Farben Plant at Ausch¬ 
witz altogether 106 agencies had to grant thoir approval: agoncios of tho 
military, tho polico, tho Roichsbaha, tho ministries and other offices, 
the government in Silesia, and finally, tho agaicics of tho Party, 

Finally, the last group contains a few results of National Socialist 

oppression by way of a fow examples. 
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It is shown that tho corporation tax law tigiitoned tho scraws 
aoro and aoro. In 1934 the corporation tax amounted to 23 por cent; in 
1937 30*; in 1939 it was fixed at 1x0 por cent; and in 1942 it was fixed 
at 50 por cant. 

lfcch bottor than theoretical explanations, J bolievo, will bo a 
picturo of tho ro&ilction of oconasy by tho Nazis by tho examination of 
a witnoss who can explain to you the developments and results, with tho 
aid of practical examples. 

ltoy I ask you. Hr. President, that tho Marshal bo instructod to 
call tho witnoss Dr. Hollmuth Vits to tho witnoss starjd? 

TFE ’RESIDENT! Tho ‘tershal will bring tho witnoss. 

Hay I say, gontlcnon, that, porhaps bocauso of tho bad oxamplo 
sot by tho Tribunal in consuaing a good docl of tino this morning, that 
wo ha vo got ton off to an unfortu.c to start. Fran non on until four forty- 
fivo, oxoopt for tino whon wo aro out on rocoss, tho tino of this Tribunal 
is going to bo consunod by hoorin- witnesses and tho .icrking of documents 
without com ant. It is nucossery that wu cdhore to cur announced atfd 
ostablishod prcctico if wo aro to bring this trial to a conclusion in 
tho tino limitations that wo hcv 0 alroedy rathor gonorously a-rood to im¬ 
pose upon oursolros. 

Hay I ask ycu. Doctor, how long you think it will tako you to 
interrogate this witnoss? 

DP.. 3ESKDT! Jfot uoro than- thirty nlmtos, twenty to thirty 

minutes. 

TK3 ’RESIDENT! Coxld wo sottlo on twonty-fivo? 

DR. SERh-DT! llr. Prosidoi.t, I bolievo that so far I havo always 
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kopt within tho time limit, and I shall comply with y<wr dasiro as woll. 
■HE ’.’RESIDENT: Very woll. 

(OH. 1-ELLHU7H VITS, a vitnoss, took tho stand end testified as 

follows): 

EE '."RESIDENT: itr. Witness, you will ronain standing, raiso 
your right hand, say "I", and steto your nano for tho rocord. 

TfITNESS: Dr. jur. Ernst Hollmuth Vits. 

THE PRESireifT: Now, will you ploaso ropoat after mo tho oath 

of a witnoss: "....swear by God, tho Almighty and Owvisciont, that I will 

speak tho piro truth and that I will withhold and add nothing." ( w itnoss 

ropoatod tho oath). 

feu say bo son tod. 

DIRECT EXAidNATJON 
DR. HELIHUTH VITS 

BY DR. BERNDT: 

Q Witnoss, tould yew ploaso ropoat your nano for tho rocord? 

A Dr. Jur. Ernst Hollauth Vits, 

Q What position do you hold at present? 

A Chairman of tho Vorstar.d of tho Voreinigto Glanzstoff Fabrilcon 

4 

A.O. 

Q Do thosa plants hero anything to do with Farbon? 

A No, they haro no oonnoction as far as capital is conpomod. 

Q Do you haro any othor relations with Farbon? 

A Vj aro a competitive ontorpriso of Farbon in tho field of 
rayon and synthotic fibers. 

Q '"hat othor position do you hold in public lifo? 
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A I a tho financial advisor to tho U.K. - U.S. coal Control 
C-roip, in Csson - Villahacgol. 

Q Do you carry out that activity with tho approval of tho 
British and Aaorican authorities? 

A Tho British and Aadrican authorities appointed .ao advisor. 

Q Would yoi ploasu tell no what position you hold boforo? I 
an interested only in your position in oconoaic lifo» 

A From 1929 until 1939 I was in a lording position; I was at 
tho ond a regular Vorstand nenbo* of tho Doutscho Rovipiions urri Trou- 
hand Aktlor.goacllschcft, in Berlin, tho largest Ooraan auditing corpora- 
tion. Since 1939 I was diroctor-°onoral of tho Vohoinigto Glanzstoff 
Fabrikon end ohaiman of tho Aufsichtsrat and moabor of tho AufsichtSrat 
of subsidiary coapanios and friondly ontorprisos. 

Q £y virtuo of your position now and boforo, you know tho struc¬ 
ture of Goman oconasy? 

A Tos. 

Q In tho so-called liberal oconcnic system of tho 19th Contrary, 
tho ontropronaur was froo in his oconoaic Ajcisions and actions. Did 
tho Stato worry about oconcmy at all under that system? 

A To a certain oxtont. Too stato laado docisions in tho fiold 
of financo, tariffs, and trado agrooaunts undar tho liberal synton. 
Besides, thoro troro cortain indistrial Concessions given by tho Stato. 

I boliovo that ovory orderly stato had to rosorvo tho right to aako 
theso docisions. 

Q According to what aspects was oconoaic life carriod on in 
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Gormany bc/orj the First World War? 

The entrepreneurs decided on thoir own, according to oconanio 
considerations* The ontroproneur daoldod on his own, without tho State's 
exorting any influonco on his adtitity. He docidod the oxtont and typo 
of his production, and the extent and typo of his salos. State res¬ 
trictions wore id posed only in general, as in tho liberal ocononic sys¬ 
tem; but next to that.c new state influonco had arisen in tho field of 
social protoctivo labor laws; 

Q Was this systen naintcinod during tho First World Wat-? 

A IXiring tho First World War Goraaity was blocksdod, with tho 
resuit that Important econmlo domodltlos boenn. Very soaroo. In vie. 
of tho OEorgoncy created by «ar, eourco oaasodltles »oro at flrat con- 
fiocotod by tbo Stato and distributed by «ho state. Than tho probation 
and pracaastag of aortaln oconosle comoditlo, prahlbltod altogether, 
alnao tho raw tutorial. could bo uaod only for probation ossontlal for 

"hr. Finally, la., , oro lamed on tho control of production and tho 
fixing of pricos. 

Q Did those uoesuros roaain in force after the First World War 
was concludod? 

* Aftor tho First World ter on attojpt va, nado in Ooniany to 

abolish all controlling .roesuroa In occupy. ;-any pooplo believed that 

ono crnld return to tbo sltuctlon oa it or Is tod boforo tho First World 

Her. Hanover, that »=, laposslblo. Addod to tho losses of Demon 

oconasy by tot end tho subsequent Inflation, .ere tho rope ration poy- 

icnts. All tho dutio. and obligation, resulting thorofron could not 
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be sot by a liberal ecorxoic systuz in the sense of the 19th Contury. 
Apart fret, tnat, tho general distress had increased to ®uah as extent 
that intensified social legislation became necessary. Not only the 
peoplo who thought along socialist linos, but also tho more liberal 
democrats boliavod that a restriction of tho liberal system of oconany 
was propor and appropriate. Tho Weimar Constitution then providod, in 
its Articlo 153, that tho uso of property was to servo tho cccnon weal. 
In its Articlo 155, tho Woinar Constitution also prowidod that tho uorfc- 
ing and exploiting of tho soil is a duty of tho owner towards tho coo- 
nunity. _ • 

Q Tire o provisions all rofor to things. Wore obligations and 
dutios of persons also fixed by law? Ploaso do not nontion dotails in 
your answor, 

A Obligations woro also fixod for persons. Tho so-callod 
Auxiliary Service Law diring tho First World War, lator tho Socializa¬ 
tion law, according to which ovury G-naon hr.d tho othical Aity of making 
his nontal ani physical powers sorre tho cesuon wool.- 

Q be have hoard that the aaergoncy of tho First World War 
brought about a maabor of restrictions on oconcny. What was tho nttitudo 
of tho National Socialists toward econaay, that is, tho pooplo who oarao 
to power on & January, 1933? 

A Tho ffatisml Socialists startod out from ontiroly dlfforont 
assumptions with regard to oconcny, 

Q To what oxtont did thoso idoas of tho Nazis differ from what 
you have told us up to now? 
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A Tho ffctional Socialist oconcoic policy didn't start out from 
any oconaaic considerations. It used tho oconany as a moans of power 
to daninato Germany, "ho oconcnio export was consulted, but tho politicians 
always cade tho decisions. 

Q ITtot port did tho ontropronour play in that connoction? 

A Tho ontropronour was regarded with considorablo suspicion by 

tho Party are! the State. Tharoforo, ovorything was done to woakon his 

position of power. On tho ono hand, this was dono by having moro and 

noro Party, Stato, and othor cgoncios, such as chambers of canmorco or 

oconcoic groups and sub-groups authorized to issuo diroctivos to tho 

ontropronour; on tho ottor 'and, by splitting up his Jurisdiction end 

transferring his c*m functions to politically independent porsons. It 

is characteristic that in ell ordin:ncos or levs tho word "ontropronour" 

was no longor usodj only "plant loader". Tho old, indopondont froo ontor- 

priso was suporsodod by tho plant (Botriob), which had to subordinate all 

of its actiJitios to tho intorosts of tho State. Tho ontropronour was 

froquontly cbisod or ridiculod in public. I raiontoor distinctly tho of- 

foct of c nitlor spooch in which it was stated that tho Aufsichtsrct mom- 

bors all travjlod first-class on tho railroads and had wondorful moals. 

"Aufsichtsrat nxmbors" tfndoubtodlj aoant tho class of ontropronours. 

In individual casos as woll tho ontropronours or plant Ion dors woro 

shown that they now had only a subordinate rolo. A plant loadar onoo 

told too vary indignantly that tho hoad of tho Gorraan Labor Front, Dr. Loy, 

had visited his plant. Dr. Loy roquostod Mb, tho ontropronour, whan 

they inspected tho plant, to march tiiroo stops bohind him. Boforo that, 
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oven tho heed of a stato, when inspoctin* a plant, had always considered 
Masplf the guost of tho entropronour. Bat undor tho National Socialist 
rogino tho visitor bocaao tho ccmanding officar and tho entropronour 
bocano tho subordinate, that is to say, ho bocano tho functionary. 
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Q la ycur opinion corroborated by legal provisions? 

A Yas, first tho corporation law of 1937, which is of spocial 
inter a st in this trial, undor Paragraph 70 nakos it a duty for tho Vor • 
stand to direct its businoss in such a way as tho ccomon woal of tho 
pcoplo and Roich dmand. 

Secondly, tho Lai' for tho Regulation of National Labor of 193U, 
demands of tho plant loader, as woll as of Ills associates, that thoy 
subordinate thansolvcs to tho cocsaon woal. 

Tfhat is understood by "cas-.on woal of tho pooplo and of tho 
Roich" and what was to bo understood by tho cannon woal was not fixod 
by law but was a nattor of interpretation. This interpretation was dono 
oxclusivoly by tho Nazi politicians. 

Q You Just said thet tho politicians woro in charge of oconony 
and not the aoonaaists. Could you provo that to no with tho aid of lows? 

A Yos. First a possibility of consolidating industrial Indus¬ 
trial ontorprisos in obligatory cartols ms croatod. That was dono in 
July, 1933, by tho obligatory cartol 1aw. Furthornoro, all ontorprisos 
could bo forood to Join tho organization of industry, by tho so-callod 
ccapxlsory Organization Law of 27 Fobmary, 193k, and its implementation 
ordinances. Finally, by an ordinanco dated July, 1931*, tho Roich Min¬ 
ister of Econaaics was capoworod to telco aU stops which ho considorod 
nocossary for tho praaotion and support of Gorman oconany, and for tho 
prevention and removal of oconooic dotrinonts. "von broador powers woro 
given to tho Plenipotentiary for tho Four-Yoar Plan in 1936. Ho was 
glvon tho authority to issuo instructions to all authorities, and that 
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indudod oconaaic agencies. A^y violations of tho above-aontionod provi¬ 
sions wore punishod by finos or prison. 

Q Did these laws actually have any influence upon your activi¬ 
ties as an entrepreneur? 

A It was so, indeed. Tho oconcnic politicians and tho pooplo 
drawing up tho cconaaic program far tho Nazis, and tho officials of ttio 
State Agoncios, currently enforced this legislation and mado oconcnic 
decisions or issued oconcoic orders. 

Q Con you give uo a few oxmplos from your branch of industry? 

I nust ask you, in view of tho proscribed timo limit, that you confino 
yoursoIf to one or two very striking oxanplos. 

A I can point first to tho fibor program, which was carriod out 
in 1934, and according to 'fhich tho Veroingto Olanzstoff-Fabrikon, A.O., 
and I. G. Tarbon woro forced to construct synthotlc fibor plants. From 
ay files I can soo that Dr. Gajcnrski of Farbon and tho Vorstand of tho 
Olanzstoff, A.O., oxprossod sorious misgivings, but fixod dooisions and 
now stops woro threatened as a rorxlt. 1/hat that moant, wo woro not told 
in detail. Furthonaoro, I can mention a few axamplos — and I want to 
point out in that connection that I was ins true tod about tho oontonts of 
this (Domination only 3 <fcys ago, so that I can oito only thoso axamplos 
which rcoainod in tho memory of ay associates as particularly striking. 

In Juno of 1938 ay caapany was info rood by tho Roich and Prussian 
Hinistor of Econanics that tho division of our production into various 
typos would bo fixod by the various Roich Plenipotentiary. This took 
tho organization of our o»m production program out of our hands. 
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Furthermore, to woro forbidden to incrcaso production figures without 
the approval of tho Minis tor of Econasics. 

In August, 1937, promotion expansion was approvod for ono of 
our plants, but with tho reservation that tho now machinos that wo noedod 
would lator at any tico bo nado avnilablo to any othor plant upon in¬ 
struct ions of tho Roich Plenipotentiary for tho Four-Yoar Plan. Wo had 
to carry out this plant expansion but lator woro no longer ablo to dis- 
poso of tho machines. 

In 1937 tho Plenipotentiary for tho Four-Yoar Plan informed my 
caapary that zny procurement of na tc, rials would bo considorod oconoraic 
sabotago, - that is, any procuraaont that oxco-dod tho roquiromonts of 
tho Four-Yoar Plan. Finally, it is worthy to mention that in cnothor 
plant of ny coopc ny, ccaploto prohibition of construction was Iraposod. 

Q I bolioro that is enough. Dr. Vits. I want to ask you 
whothor at least within tho framework that was sot for ypu by tho auth¬ 
orities, whether within this scopo you woro froo to mako your own dooi- 
s ions? 

A Aithin tho scopo, yos, but that scopo had bocorao vory narrow 
bocauso of tho rogilations that had boon issuod. 

Q Can you glvo do any othor oxoaplo, porhaps outsido of your 
ontorpriso, which night bo particularly typical? 

A Tho refining of Goraan oro was always oxtroooly intorosting 
in that connoction. Tho Jost Goman iron Industry, a privato ontorpriso, 
ownod tho oro resources in tho Salxgittcr aroa in Contral Gemany. They 
woro requested to carry out raining on a largo scalo and to construct a 
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largo plant for refining those ores. Khon misgivings woro oxprossod bo- 
causo of the low quality of too oros, tho Reich incorporated a Roioh 
ccnpany, callod "Roichswcrfc A.G. Hamann Gooring". This Roich ontorpriso 
now took over all of the 3 our cos of oros that had boon privately ownod 
boforo. This caso la tor lndicod indrstrialists to carry out tho projocts 
which tho Reich dosired. This they wantod to provent such projocts boing 
takon ovor entirely by tho Roich, undor cooploto disrogard of principlos 
of privato ontorpriso. 

Q TToro thoro ary restrictions in tho field of production and 

solos'' 

A *os. I havo clroatfc- rtontionod that tho distribution of produc¬ 
tion in ay ontorpriso was fixod dorm to tho snallost dotail by tho auth¬ 
orities. Tho Control agoncios end tho Roich agoncios woro usod for this 
pirposo. 

Innmorablo ordinancos woro issuod for this purposo. For in¬ 
stance, the Control Agency for rlotals issuod regulations which stated 
whothor and to what oxtont and under what circumstances ono could produoo 
ootals, or whothor notcls woro not to bo producod. 

Obligation to procoss and to do liver was laid down in law artf 
thoro was no logcl rocourso of any sort against thoso obligatory provi¬ 
sions. 

Q Did tho war oconeny bring about a chango in tho stato con¬ 
trol system in tho fiold of oconeny which you have described? 

A Tho control syston had boon almost absolute, ovon boforo tho 
war, but at t!io beginning of tho war and later, it was systematically 
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perfected. In that connection, I nay nontion the Ordinance for oconcnio 
Adninistration of August, 1939, which gave the right to tho Oborpraosidont 
to issuo instructions and diroctivos. Thoso pcoplo could subordinate 
tho organizations of industry; thoy could incorporato then or dissolvo 
thaa at will. Any gaps that sight havo boon loft wore fillod in by tho 
War Econaay Ordinance of h September, 1939, which providod tho death 
pena, ty for especially soriois violations. 

Q This brings ao to tho last point, which interests us partic¬ 
ularly. That is tho quostion of tho porsoml rolatiopship of tho pooplo 
in tho Goman econaay; nhat can you toll no about this? 

A Alroady in August, 1931» — that is, 18 months aftor Hitler's 
aasuoption of power, tho President of the Toich Labor Exchango and In- * 
stituto for Uroaploynont Insuranco ( n .oichsanstalt for Arboitavorraitt- 
lung und Arboitsvcsichoning) to control tho distribution of nanpowor. 

In 1938 tho Prosidont of tho Roich Association was alone aapoworod, rraa 
given tho right of decarvding labor conscription. This powor was ox- 
pandod by the law of Soptoabor, 1939, which gavo tho authority to any 
adninistrativo agency to conscript any Goman for labor in tho intorost 
of tho National Socialist Stato, noroly by issuing an adninistrativo 
instruction. 

Q Can you toll no anything about tho cenaitnont of foroign 

labor? 

A In tho spring of 191*2, a Plenipotentiary Gonoral for Labor 
C a—itcont was appointed. That was Oculoitor Scnckol. It was his task 
to control tho conaitaont of all availablo oanpowor, including prisoners 
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of war and foreign woricors. ffc was to take chnrgo of all of the oan- 
powor that was not yet oxploitcd in tho Goman Reich, in tho Protect- 
orate, in the Govrornaent Gonercl, and in tho occupied territories. 

I boliove tho Gernan entrepreneur had nothing to do with this action. 

Q Witness, what sort of authority ronainod for tho entrepreneur 
in regard to tho regulation of labor ocaaiteont in his own plant? 

A In questions concerning tho hiring and firing of workors, 
ho was not consultod at all. In order to expand the stato control, 
enploying care than 300 non in 19U3 in ontorprisos, so-callod labor- 
coanitnont enginoors wore appointed. Thoso labor-canmitnont onginoors 
wore indopondont of tho aaployor. They rocoivod thoir instructions 
diroctly fron tho chairaan of tho coopotont araanent coralssion. 
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Q. Mr. Witness, in conclusion, =ey I ask you whether individuals 
or groups of persons in economy had a possibility, in view of the parti¬ 
cular dictatorship that you have just doscribed, of preventing censures 
of state functionaries in economy, or of refusing to cccply with ttoir 

instruction? 

% 

A. In =y opinion that was ixpossible. 

In conclusion I want to point to the resolution of the Reichstag 
dated 26 April 1942, the essential contents of which state, "Without 
being bound by existing legal provisions, the Fuehrer, in his capacity 
as the leader of the nation, as Supreao Ccmander of tfie Tbhraacht, as 
Dove moon t Chief, and as the Chief Executive, as the Siprome Court, and 
as leader of tho Party oust bo able at any tine to raako it incumbent 
apon any Gersan to coeply with his duties and, after a conscientious 
chock, it is found that this Goman has violated his duty, he must be 
able to lrposo the nocessary and proper punishment on this German, 
without consideration of his earned rights". 

Dd. Bdthiff: i believe the time has olapsed. 

THE PKSIDEtfT: Any cross-examination? 

CROSS OAiilHaTION 
DR. KELLiOTH VITS 


3Y kUi. SPRECHEH: 

Q. How old are you, Ur. Vita? 
A. lil. 


Q. Tou were 29 years old in 1933, "hen the Nazis came to pewor; 
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is that correct? 


A. Yes, 29; that's right . 

Q. That was your position in any econoaic enterprise as of 1933, 
Ur. Vita? 

A. I haw already said that froa 1929 on I was working for the 
Deutsche Revisions-und Treuhand A.G. 

Q. That was a Reich Agency? 

A. It was a ccepany, the shares of which were held by the 
Vereinigte Industrie untcmehaungcn A.G., and by the Prussian state. 

In other words, it was controlled by the Reich and by Prussia. 


Q. Yes, new, did you haw any position in private industry in 


A. No. But it was an auditing cmpany, which Just like any 


1933? 


other auditor, checked many enterprises, and I was in constant touch 
with aIsoat all largo German enterprises. 

Q. Mow, with respect to the so-callod organizations for tho 
self-administration of Germany oconcqy, did you receive any position in 
tho year 193U, in any such organization? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What was tho Job? 

A. I becase tho chief of the Sub-group Chemical Production of 
Fibres, and the Chairman of the Prosidir^ Board of tho Reich Synthetic 
Fibres, which organized the narket of synthetic fibers. 

Q. Had you held any position before 1933, Ur. Vits, in the 

1*277 







ouitr vi, c<o£ vi 


Reich Association for G @ rnany I dustry or its subdivisions? 

A. Ho, that was not possible with the Deutsche Revisions-und 
Treuhand A.G. 

Q. Now, what position did you get in 19b3 or 19b2 In the Speer 
organization, with respect to the economic regulation of Geraan economy? 
A. I did not have any position in the Speer organization. 

Q. Did you become Chairaan of the Reich Association for Choaical 
Fibers, (Raichsvoreinigung Cheaische Fasern) in 19b2? 

A. Yes, I have Just said that. I was the Chief of the Sub¬ 
group and Chairaan of the Presiding Board of the Reich Association for 
Chemical Fibers; but that was a Reich Association that had only tho 
authority of regulating the market, and did not have the authority of 
the Coal Association, for instanco. 

Q.. Mow let's distinguish between two things. In 193b, you 
becomo head of the Fachgruppe fuor Cheaische Fasern; is that right, 

193b? 

A. Ho, the Chemical Fibers — In »b0 and 'bl I bocaao Chief of 
the Fachgruppe fuor Cheaische Fasern. 

Q. Didn't you hold any position with that organ!ration boforo 

1939? 

A. No. 

Q. Now, did you becono — wore you appointed — a Wohrwirtschafts- 
fuehror? 

A, Yes. 

Q. What year? 
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A. 1940. 

Q. Who was the gau Econcdc Advisor (Gauwirtschaftsberater) 

I 

for Duesseldarf? 

A. That was Ur. Asnon. 

Q. Did you roceive a position in 1944 as a member of the Board 
of the Gau Econcdc Chamber in Duesseldorf? 

A. I was on the Advisory Council of the Gau Economic Chamber 
when the Advisory Councils of the Gau Chambers of Connerce wero taken 
into the Gau Chamber of Econoey. 

Q. Of how many oconcnic enterprises did you beccoe President — 
I an not taldng about being a neabor of the Board — but Chairman or 
President of the Board, during the Nasi regime? 

A. I was the Chairman of the Aufsichtsrat only in subsidiary 
companies of the Vercinigte Glansstoffabrikon — for instance, Bamberg, 
Spinnfaseraktiengosellschaft Kassel, otc. 

Q. At least half a doten; is that right? 

A. Tes. , 

Q. Did your organisation, the Vereinigts Glanatoff, (the United 
Rayon Coraany) have any license or cartol agreements with Farbon in 
connection with rayon? 

A. In the field of viscous fibers we were together in tho rayon 
syndicate, and in the field of completely synthetic fibers ho had a 
sub-licenso from the Dupont contract. 

krt. SPnrCHiiH: No further questions. 

THE PRESIDENT* A 117 further questions of this witness? 
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You are excused. Mr. Witness. 

We will not call another witness before recess, but If — just a 
coaent — 

Du. BErtNOT: Ur. President, nay I ask one more question? 

THE PnrSIDEKT: Yes. 

You had better sit dom, Mr. Witness, on account of the microphono 

there. 


ri£-DiaECT EX*kINaTION 
DR. HZUMUTH VITS 




BY DH. BEkNDT: 

I have only one question. 

Q. The activity you carriod out in tho various agoncios which 
the Prosecutor has just established, was that activity purely economic, 
or was that political activity, or was it mixed? 

A. It was economic activity, and it was rathor a matter of 
course that the head of one of the largest enterprises in that field 
should have such a position. 

DR. BtKNOTi i have no further questions. 

Tnt PrtjSiLEWT: How, gentlemen, are you through with this witness? 

The Tribunal now excuses the witness. 

Is ttere any member of counsel that can use about 2\ or 3 minutes 
to introduce a document or two? 

Dh. WaQH»: (Counsel for the defendant Wurstor) 

Ur. President, last week I announced that I would have one more 
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document. 

In supplementation of ^y Document, ’Turster Document No. 6, Exhibit 
burster No. 9 — you may remember that I submitted a photo album, snap¬ 
shots, and the Prosecution, and you, Ur. President, suggested that I 
might procure an explanation about the time when those pictures woro 
taken. I now have this statement here in tfurster Document 330, which 
I want to offer as Bchibit 257. This docuasnt has not yet been trans¬ 
lated. I talked to Jud.^e Merrill the past weok, and he suggested that 
it would bo translated after it had been offered today."' I believe that 
I do not have to make any further coeraent on this document; I shall hand 
it to the Secretary General. 

Th£ PrtiblDENTj Very well, ifurstor Docununt 330, markod as Wurster 
Exhibit 257, is in ovidence, subjoct to objection. 

D«. i should like first to offer from von Knioriom 

Document Rook IV, Document 26, which has been offered so far only for 
identification, as Exhibit 25; becauso the statooont of Ur. Schmitt 
of 17 Soptomber 19li5, which was contained in tho so-called Cransborg 
memorandum, Prosecution Exhibit 33li, ros not strickon frcm tho rocord, 
as a result of tho docision of your Honors today, I now offor this as 
Knioriom Exhibit No. 25. 

iHE PxuSIDflVTj Knierieu Document 24 is received in ovidenco as 
Knierieo Exhibit 25, subject to tho right to object. 

DR. SIDJHrP.: i beg your pardon, Mr. President, this was Knierieo 
Docurrnt 26, not 24. 

THE P.ublDEoT: Thank you. 
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ux. SPRECH&tz ire will have no objection to that document. 

Td£ FKSSIDSiT: b 0 do not have that document, I believe. Has 
it been processed? 

Drt. SIICH£K: y e s, it is in Knierieo Document Book No. IV. 

TH2 Prt2>lD2.T» Very well. 

DK. SIICHrK; i next offer, cn the general subject, "Responsi¬ 
bility of the Vorstand", three docunents. Two of them are legal export 
opinions of Go naan jurists who are international authorities on this 
question; since they deal particularly with the pertinerft Gorman law 
and continental European law, I want to offer these legal export 
opinions as exhibits. 

Knioriem Document 39, which is a logal export opinion of Dr. 
Ualtor Schmitz, attorney-at-law in Berlin, will become Dofonso Exhihit 
No. 278. 

I next offer Kniorion Document I 4 O, a logal opinion of Profossor 
Eq an Uotzgor of Munich, as Defenso rbcMbit No. 279. 

Knierieo Document Ul is an oxcorpt froa minutes of tho mootings 
of the Bavarian Acadoay of Scienco. Froa this excerpt tho qualifica¬ 
tions and authority of Profossor liotzgor can bo soon. I offer this as 
Dofonso Exhibit 280. 

ThE PKiSIDcOT: Thank you. 

The Tribunal will riso for its recess. 

(Tribunal in racass until 10li5 hours.) 
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THE MARSHAL: The Tribunal is again in session. 

DR. RUTOIF DEC (On behalX of Defense): I ms just told that the Tri¬ 
bunal wanted to be informed if there is still a ruling outstanding to be 
made by the Tribunal with respect to ich it has not spoken this raoming 
or with respect to which it hasn't stated it would be considered in vciting 
its judgment. There is only one long notion, signed by Professor Wahl and 
nyself, concemii* the jurisdiction of the Tribunal to rfcich there is a 

twenty-two page substantiation annexed. I think it is still with the 

* ^ 

Translation Division, and since a nuaber of questions have been put to me 
from the Translation Division I am sure it hasn't returned yet. This 
motion is sane what in connection with the so-called Robinson motions. 

DR. SIICHER: Your Honor, the Secrotary General informed me during tho 
recess that there was an error in the defense exhibit numbers before. The 
throe defense exhibits must be assigned different numbers. Therefore, von 
Knierieo Document 39 will rot be Bo fens* Exhibit 278 but 280. Document 40 
will not be 279 but 281. Document 41 will not be 280 but 282. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you, Dr. Silcher. 

• 

DR. SILCHER: Furthermore, I should like to announce a stipulation 
which I made with tho Prosecution about the so-called Oransberg note, 

0 

Knieriem Document 26, Knieriem Exhibit 25. It was my intention to call 

0 0 

Mr. von Knieriem into the witness stand and have him confirm, under oath, 
that the contents of this note are correct. In the meantime, hoover, I 
have stipulated with the Prosecution to the effect that Ur. von Knieriem 
Would say in the nitness stand the very same thing as he has statod in 
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this note and that this note, therefore, can be evaluated in the same way 

as a stateneht by Ur. von Knieriem under oath. 

* 

UR. SPRECHSR: That's correct, kr. President/ 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. That disposes of that natter. Now, have you 

anything further on behalf of Dr. von Knierica? 

» 0 

DR. SUCKER: Mo, nothing else, your Honor. 

0 

DR. GIERLICHS (Defense Counsel for defendant Schmitz): Your Honor, I 
have a few more documents to present which deal exclusively with Prose¬ 
cution documents i*»ich wsre introduced either in the rettittal book or nn 
the occasion of the cross examination of defense witnesses during the 
last week or ten days. For technical reasons, the mimeographing was not 
yet possible. I an in a position, however, to submit the original docu¬ 
ments to the Secretary General row. 

0 

F irat I should like to Introduce Schmitz Document 111, Sctaitz Exhi¬ 
bit 111. The presentation of this document has becomo necessary as a re¬ 
sult of the introduction of Prosecution Exhibit 2304 in the cross-examin¬ 
ation of the witness Dr. Krueger. 

0 

I then submit DAG Document 36 as Defense Exhibit 283, Coimenting on 
Prosecution Exhibit 2340, introduced in the cross-examination of the wit¬ 
ness Dr. Schmidt. 

I further submit DAG Document 37, which is in reference to Prosecution 
Exhibit 2341, introduced in the cross examination of Dr. Schnidt by tho 
Prosecution. 

0 

Your Honor, I should like to have your permission to state, very 

briefly, the contents of that document, because I have to rake a notion in 

14284 


11 Nay-J£-FL-8-3-Leonard (Inti Ramie r) 
Court No. VI, Case VI 


connection therewith. 

THE PRESIDENT: '*>'11 hear you. Doctor. 

DR. GXERXJCHSz I ask that the part of Dr. Schmidt's cross-examination 

0 

which refers to this Prosecution Exhibit 2341, be stricken from the record 

0 

for the following reasons: As becomes apparent from DAG Document 37, an 

• 0 

affidavit of Franz Anton Gierlichs, Prosecution Exhibit 2341, which was 

0 

put to the witness Schaidt in cross-examination, was not identical with 
the actual original document. The witness, i*ien comparing the document 
which was submitted to him with the original document, -located in the files 
of DAG, found that there are a nueber of deviations. I shall quote the 
relevant passage: "The comparison of the original with the copy subraittod 
by the Prosecution on 30 April 1948, has the following important devia- 

0 

tion, in addition to five others: Paragraph 5 of tho original roads: Tho 

0 

account of the Limited Company for the Exploitation of Chemical Products, 

• 0 0 

the G.m.b.H.> has assets of 68,838,000. Paragraph 5 of tho exhibit which 
was introduced roads as follows: 5. The account of tho Limited Company for 
the Exploitation of Chemical Products, Farben has assets of 68,000,000."' 

In this passage, instead of G.n.b.H. (Verwertchemie), Farben has boon put. 
Counsel for the Prosecution cross examined tho witness on that basis and 
put matters to him which referred to Farben as being active in financing 
the Verwertchemie. This croes examination was based upon a document which 

0 

was not in accordance with the original, and I therefore make the nation 
to strike from tho cross-examination of the defense witness Dr. Schaidt 
those passages rfiich refer to Prosecution Exhibit 2341. 

THE PRESIDENT: What does the Prosecution have to say with reference 
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to Dr. Cierlichs* statement? 

Id. SPRSCHHR: Tfo're senewhat taken by surprise. I don't know the nature 

of the new document which is offered. I still don’t understand how it chaises 

• * 

the other cbcurrent which came froo DAG Files, but even if that were so, 
it seems to us that that could be corrected only by Your Honors' taking 
that into consideration rather than by striking it/. The whole examination 

* 0 - 

of that witness, as I am informed, was a very interesting examination, 
and I think, unless we were to reopen his hearing on the whole point, that 
it would be improper to strike the exhibit. 

THE FR ESI DENT: Did I understand. Dr. Cierlichs, that you intend to 

0 

file a formal motion in addition to your oral motion, or were you Just 

expecting to present it orally for our ruling? 

DR. CIERLICHS: It was qy intention to confine myself to the oral 

* # 

motion, taking into consideration the necessity of speed. If, however, the 
Tribunal would like a written motion I as prepared to do that. 

THE PRESIIEWT: The Tribunal would not foel froo to rule on this mat- 

0 

ter without seme examination of the record, and bo cause of tho many do- 
tails that confront us, I think we will take the liberty of asking counsol 
for both sides to give us an informal memorandum setting forth your views 
•ith respect to this matter. You need not go through the trouble of having 
your documents processed. If you'll hand them to some member of tho Tri¬ 
bunal and Just very briefly give us the references and the positions that 
you take with respect to it, we'll undertake to rule Just as promptly as 
possible after we rocoive your views. 
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KR. SPRECHER: lir. President, nay I ask that Dr. Gierlichs give us 

0 

his nes» random, because no are naturally helpless to do anything on the 
basis of his statement, which I can assure you I don't understand at the 
assent, and since Ur. Amchan handled the witness in question before the 
Commissioner, he would have to reply to Your Honors in that connection. 

THE PRESI EE NT: That goes for both of you. Pleaso exchange your memoran¬ 
dums with each other. 

Now, Dr. Gierlichs, before you get away or on to something else, as 
I understood, the last document that you expected to offer now «rs3 DAG 
Documont 37? 

DR. GIERLICHS: Yes, your Honor. 

THE PRESIDENT: hat exhibit number do you wish it to bear? 

DR. GIERLICHS: Dofonse Exhibit 284. 

THE PRESIEEWT: Thank you. 

DR. GIERLICHS: The next document is DAG Document 38, which will bocomo 

i 

Defenso Exhibit 285. This coments on the tio documents in Rebuttal Book 92, 
DAG Docinents 15162 arai 15163. . 

The next document is DAG 39, Dofonse Exhibit 286. 

The last document is DAG 40, Defense Exhibit 287. 

THE FRESIEEffT: Gentlemen, before wo hear any other dofenso counsol, 
lot us inquire if counsel for tho defendant Haefliger is ready to present 
his matter of having the defendant testify? We are a little concerned about 
it becauso of tho state of health and the physical condition of this de¬ 
fendant. We don t T*ant to burdon him, to keep him in the court room longer 
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• 

than he should be here. Hhat ia your disposition, counsel? 

ER. SIEJH*S: I an quite ready, your Honor. I didn't want to be im- 

polite to the other gentlemen, but I *©uld prefer it if I dould examine 

* 

Hr. Haefliger now. With the peraission of the Tribunal, I want to hear 
two defendants: Dr. Dgner, and Hr. Haefliger. In view of his state of 
health, I would rather hear Ur. Haefliger first. 

THE PRESIDENT: Tho defendant Haefliger nay take the witness stand. 

In the meantime, Dr. Sloners, would you mind givirg the Tribunal the 
benefit of a statement of tho scope of your examination of this dofondant, 
so that we can understand within what limitations the examination should 
bo confined? 

DR. SISiERS: I should like to ask the witnesses whothor in tho inter¬ 
rogations at Frankfurt in 1945 pressure was exerted on Dr. von Schnitzlor. 
As a rosult of this fact I want to bring out that he did not give his 
affidavits voluntarily. The affidavits of 1945 are tho basis for the af¬ 
fidavits of 1947. I should like to ask Dr. Ilgncr, in addition, how tho 
mannor of interrogation at Numborg affected Dr. von Schnitzlor. Hr. Ilgnor 
is tho only one who saw Dr. von Schnitzler during tho timo in question.. 

I shall confine aysolf oxcluaivoly to that fiold, and I shall put no othor 
questions. 1 am only going to rofor to the subject rtiich has cocnc up during 
tho last few days again. 
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kR. SPRECKSR: Hr. President, I an afraid this raises tfiat I antici¬ 
pated when I eentioned yesterday that I thought l foundation was being 
laid for sooe further testinony. 

To itfiat does Dr. Sicmers think this is in response, and how does 
this differ froo what your Honors stated was not within the scope when 
the original notion of Dr. Sicoers was laid before Your Honors? Tho Pro¬ 
secution's affid-.^i of the witness NoIffsohn had to do with rtiethor or 

# * 0 

not, in the year 1947, the defendant von Schnitzler at that tine, in 

0 - 

talking to representatives of the Prosecution, indicated that ho felt 
any duress — any type of pressure in statcoonts he nado with respect to 
his friendliness with the principal interrogators in 1945 . 

It sceos to us if this subjoct is reoponod that then wo will havo 
to hear froo tho 1945 interrogators, and wo havo soon Xettors in that 
connection which wo cortainly would want to present if this wtolo subject 
is rooponed. We didn't understand that Your Honors had oponod tho door 
cn this natter, and wo waild think it was sooowhat out of lino with your 
earlior mllng on tho r.»ttor. 

# 9 

TOE PFESICerr: The oarlier ruling, nay I say, without Indicating what 
tho Tribunal nay think about tho nattor, was predicated upon a showing of 
the fact that tho defendant involved had nado a statement in 1947. As 1 
recall as I said yesterday, it is ny understanding that wo ruled that 
whether or not there was any pressure) exerted in 1945 was remote arxi did 

0 

not relato to tho subjoct that ws were then considering, and that is tho 
admissibility of a document of a dato two years later. However, since that 
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tine there has boon a good deal 3aid on the record hero about statements 

* • 

aado or a statement cado much earlier than that, back in 1945, and that 

0 

presents a somewhat different problem. Just a moment, and I rdll confor 

with oy associates and see what our policy is here. 

• • 

Gentlemen, the Tribunal has reached this conclusion: First, as to 

* 

the defondant "aofligor, who is now in tho witness box: at the request of 
counsol, the Tribunal arranged for his presonco horo this morning. Ho 
know, from what has already transpired in this caso, that he is not well — 

that ho has boon spending most of his time in tho hospital. If ho is to 

• • • 

bo interrogated about this cutter, iw> think, in fairnoss to him, it had 

bettor bo dono now rather than later, and havo him brought back to tostify. 

0 

Tie will hoar the testimony of tho defondant Haofligcr, who is now availa¬ 
ble. 

• 0 • 

But, as wo indicated yestorday, wo shall not, in tho closing days of 
this evidence, go in furthor into this subJoet of whether or not tho in¬ 
volved defendants wore under pressure or coorcion when they mado stato- 

0 

cents. If, as has boon indicated by counsol for tho dofonso and by tho pro¬ 
secutor, furthor ovidonco is to bo prosontod on that issue, wo shall mako 
a special coforonco to a coamissionor to hoar that natter fully and to re¬ 
port tho evidence that ho takes at or prior to tho timo of tho commencement 
of tho argument in this caso, and it will then bo raado a part of tho rocord 
and considered by tho Tribunal to tho saao offoct as if wc had heard it 
in open court. That applies to any cbfondants who may wish to tostify on 
that subject and to ar$' ovidonco that tho Prosecution may wish to produco 
on the subject. 
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DR. RUEDLF DK: Mr. President, I have a few questions to put, not 
to H ao fiiger but to Ilgnor. They touch upon the field of which you Just 
said that you would refer it to the commissioner. The questions I an 

going to put to Mr. Ugner will bo typical questions in roforonco to a 

• 

robuttal docisaent of the Prosecution, the rebuttal document affidavit of 
''ollfsohn. I don't think it would bo expedient to ref or to. the Commissioner 
a few questions by tho dofenso in rofcrenco to a rebuttal doeumont which 
has been submitted in open court by the prosocution. Thoso questions would 
tako only a few minutes. Boforc putting tho questions I shall explain to 
tho Tribunal what ay view is and why I have come to tho conclusion that 
tho quostion I am about to put is in direct connection with tho ’’olffsohn 
affidavit. I would approciato it if tho Tribunal would hoar my briof * 
planation to that effect and thon decide upon tho admissibility of tho 
quostion. 
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THE PRESIEEffT; Dr, Dix, if your interrogation of the defendant Tl gnor 
was tho only natter in connection with this subject that we would be ex¬ 
pected to hear, that mxild present c*dto a different consideration. But 

a 

wj have no assurance as to how far this inquiry nay go, and cortainly tho 
Prosecution is entitled to present its evidenco on tho subjoct. 

The line naist bo drawn sooowhorc, and the logical place to draw it, 

✓ 

it scans to us, is to permit tho defendant Haofligor to be intorrogatod, 
since ho is horo am not a well nan, and to stake tho sorvicos of tho coo- 
missioner available to counsel for continuing tho interrogation, Wo, of 
course, roalizo that counsel socotinos attach sooo significance to tho 
fact that they would profor to produco a witnoss boforo tho Tribunal ra¬ 
ther than a commissioner, but I do not think you noed to disturb your- 
solvos about tho ovidcnco not rocoiving tho sane consideration if tho con- 
nissionor hoars it as if it was boforo tho Tribunal in bank. 

0 

As 1 said beforej if wo had an Assurance that tho only coctont of 
this inquiry w>uld bo a few questions of tho defendant Haofligor and a 
few questions directed to tho defendant Haofligor, m would hoar you. But 
we start on that subject and wo say not be able to concludo it within tho 
tiao available. 

It socos to us that tho bettor thing to do would bo to do as wo havo 

0 

indicated — porait this defendant Haofligor to bo intorrogatod, bocauso 
ho is Present horo and wo do not mnt to impose upon him tho physical bur- 
don of naking a nether trip back to tho comiss ion or hearing. And then, 
as to tho defendant Ilgncr or any other defendants or any other witnossos 
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that the defense wish to produco on this subject or that the Prosecution 

wishes to have heard, we will have the comissioner hoar it and report 

• * 

the evidence as heard to the Tribunal. Dr. Sicoors, you may proceed to in¬ 
terrogate tho defendant Haefliger. 

DIRECT EXAIONATION 

3Y DR. SE1SRS: 

0 

Q.— Mr. Haofliger, when wore you bom? 

A.- 19 November 1986. 

Q.- mien and whero w»rc you arrostod? 

* 

A.- In Frankfurt on 11 Hay 1945, exactly. 

Q.- That was throe years ago today? 

A.- Exactly, 

Q.- Have you boon in custody since then? 

0 • 

A.- No. At tho boginning of Novontoer, I think, I ms roloaaod, That 

0 

was Novenbor 1945. Throe days later I was roarrestod. A wook lator, upon 
an application about tho deterioration of oy hoalth, I was roloaaod into 

houso arrest in ordor that I bo treated thorn. On 27 Docenbor I rocoivod 

0 0 

tho official notico of oy roloaso which, as I thought, was final. Ono yoar 
ago — no— I ms told not to novo away from Frankfurt and during that time 
ay movements woro restricted. In April 1947 I was brought to Nuomborg. I 
was not told nhother I would ccoo boro as a dofondant or as a voluntary wit¬ 
ness. At any rato I was permitted to stay in private quartors until tho 

ond of April. I felt that I was ncrcly to be used as a witnoss. On 1 Uay 

• # 

I was transferred into the prison, to oy surprise, and I was indicted to- 
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getter with the others in the Farben trial. 

q,_ x an particularly interested in 1945. I an interested in the tine 

from 11 May 1945 to Koveeber 1945. Where noro you imprisoned at that tino? 

0 

A.- At first, after ny arrest - and I should liko to enphasizo that 

t*at I oa about to testify is of course in a certain connection with tho 

tine irrcdiatoly preceding that dato. Only then can one oomprehond in what 

a state wo wore at tho tiao when ne wore first interrogated about Farben. 

You can only understand that when tho entire background ia explained. On 

0 0 0 

11 Uay I was suddenly, to qy ccaplete surprise, arrosto'd, and I shall novor 

forget, tho experience I had then. It cano out of tho bluo. 

Tho official, I think a CIC aan, a Ur. Sachs or Ur. Hoinings — they 
i 

didn t givo us their nmes — confrontod do with a torriblo wavo of hatred. 

^ • • 

Ho said, whan I pointed out to him that I had dual citizonship, that I 
was also a Swiss national, that that nndo no difference in his attitudo to¬ 
wards {do. Ho was actually right in ono respoct. 

Boforo that, in my capacity as official advisor to tho Swiss Consulate 

0 

at Frankfurt, I triod to find out free tho military government about tho 
legal status of tho Swiss pooplo located in ny area. Tho legal advisor of 

0 0 

tho military government, a Major Henderson, told mo that according to tho 

0 

H aguo Convention, residents of foreign origin in an enony country are to 
bo treated in tho seme tray — 

0 

Q.- Ur. 'aofligcr, you must oxcuso ay interruption. In v low of your 

• 

stato of hoAlth, hovjcvor, I don^t think we should extend tho examination 
too far. On tho other hand, I want to kocp my promise to tho Tribunal to 
hear you only about theso Batters in which wo arc interested hore and I 
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aa sure you want to help do. I therefore wjuld bo grateful to you if you 
;iould not make any exact statements about these matters now but try to 
be as brief as possiblo and try to answer ay questions as briefly as pos¬ 
sible. 

THE PRESIDENT: Just a noaent, please. I think perhaps after all. Dr. 

0 

Sicoors, the responsibility is really on your shoulders to koop the in¬ 
quiry in the proper limits. Now, wo understood that you wish to intorro- 
gato this dofondant concoming the natters that were brought out on hho 
rrolffsohn affidavit, and if you would bo good enough to'ask specific 
questions along that lino and confino the inquiry to tho proper subjoct 
nattor, I think it will porhaps holp us. 

BY DR. SinSHSi 

0 

Q.- Wr. ^ofligor, I will ask you again. «horo wore you in Frankfurt 
when you wore arrested, and whoro wore you sent? 

A.- After my arrest.I was put in tho Cutlout Xasorno. I was placed in 
a room thore where Herr von Schnitrler and Herr Frank-Fohlo wore already. 
Thoy had boon arrestod a few days prior to that dato. Tho Kasomo was full 
of bugs and in a vory dirty condition. Tho food — 
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Q, le. Eaefliger, did you see Mr. Sachs at that tinsel 
K Mr.? * * 

Q, Mr. Sacha, 
i. So. 

Q. Mr, Haefllger, had you been Interrogated at that tlmol 
i. I waa Interrogated by Sacha on tho occasion of ny arnost, and ho 
throatoned to deliver mo up to the Buselana bocauao I waa a Swine. Ho Bald 
that if I wanted to 1 salat on ay Swiai nationality — he polntod out td 
bo — that thoro woro no diplonatic relation# botwoen Switzerland and Soviet 
Buaoin. I pointed out tho protection which I could onjoy in viow of ay 
opacity of boiug attained to the conaulnto. 

Q. Mr. Hncfllgor, oxeuao nc; I as not ontitlod to dlacuoa thoao lognl 
quoatlona now, but enlj tho attltudo of tho interrogator*. Vhon did Hr. 
Sacha threaten you with boing handod over to tho Buaalana? Was that on tho 
11 th of MayT 

K *<>*. 

Q. Vhon you wero at tho Out lout Kaaorno togothor with Scfcnittlor and 
Irank Tahlo, did they continue to lntorrogato you? 

K Bo, I waa not Interrogated then. 

Q, Ito you rcaoabor whon you woro oont to Prow^oahoinl 
K Toa, in the beginning of Juno. 

Q. How long did you atay at ProungcahoiaT 

d. Proungoahola la a ponitontlary. It that tlao 1 had boon elonred 
of Oomana and It waa n Bilitary prlaon for docrican toldlora whd woro 
nerving son ten co a thcro, 
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Q, Vlth whoa did you U»« at Proungesholnt . . 

A. I didn't lire there, I was Imprisoned. It was a ptmltontirry, and 
I was In solitary oonfinosont. Mr. ron Schnltrior was ay noighbor on tho 
right and on tho loft was Frank-Table. Lator a few other gontlttaon woro 
addod, amongst then Dr. Glcrlichs, Ur. Boehon, Mr. ron K aydor, Mr. Borg- 
vardt, and a nuahor of ethor gent ion on — I think oleron or tvolvo. 

y. Did you regularly eoo Schnltslcr and tho othor gontloaon from 
tho beginning of Juno until Sovesbor? 

A. I could too then only when wo could lowro tho cell, which was, 
howevor, prohibited for weeks. ?hon I saw thto In tho truck which took 
us to tho Xaunus Anlego , tho building whoro wo woro lntorrogntod and whoro 
wo had to work during tho day on various statements. In that Taunus Anlogo 
I was in a room with threo othor eon, whore as Mr. ron Schnltxlor was se¬ 
parated from us* 

Tou must understand that wo woro undor a voxy strict prohibition 
against speaking to oaeh othor. That w-s vory strictly obsorvod In tho 
prison. Vhon after wocks I was callod by tho Interrogator for tho first 
discussion, I was so confusod and so nuab that I was practically unablo to 
make sonso.. I had lost ay ontlro ceeory and I could hardly rocognlto my 
volco. Mr. Volssbrodt noticed that, 

Q. Vho was Mr. Volssbrodt? 

A. Mr.. Volssbrodt was ono of tho Interrogators, Slnco toy testimony 
was oo confused, ho diroctod that I repeat tho ontlro mattor tho following 
day, end ho said that thcro woro ways and means to rofrosh ono'a mosory.' 

I oust say that tho lator Interrogations with Mr. Volssbrodt woro far noro 
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correct; his first assistant. Hr. Levine, was, as far as I was conccrnod, 
oulto beyond reproach; hut tfco treatment In tho prison was qulto horrlblo. 
It naturally oppressed us and naturally aado us ccnplctoly ohodiant and 
aadc us roady for everything that was asked of us, 

Q. Mr, Haofligor, In su-nary, w~uld you please sun up tho conditions 
and tho aothods employed In tho penitentiary of Proungesholm, hut only 
nontl-n tho essential points and those points which, as far as you know, 
concorn Lr. von Schnltzlor, toe, generally or specifically, 

A, After wo wore transforrod to Preungesholm In June, wo woro at 
first troa.tod qulto woll thoro. That was hocauso our supervising officer 
was Major Hoyor, who was a southorn gontlooan and many of tho alleviations 
which wo onjoyed for two weeks wo e duo to hln, Aftozvards, Major Hoyor 
w-s transforrod, Vo had our own Ideas about this, hut thoeo aro noroly 
assumptions. At any rato, innodlatoly thoreaftor a chango occurrod, In- 
stoad of hoing allowed to oat outsldo in tho doss wo woro lcckod up and 
wo wero glvon our rations. 

At that tlno tho corporal — I think Logan is his nano — who was 
in charge of the prison adslnlstratlon ordorod us to stop outsldo tho coll 
do-'rs ccc owening and told us to stand at attention. Ho said that our 
facos woro to ho straight ahoad, noithor turned to tho right or to tho 
loft. Ho told us that as far as he or tho prison was concerned wo woro 
no mandatory prisoners or dotalnod persons; wo wore Just war criminals. 

Ho said that ho would troat us accordingly, HO then ccntinuod to spoak 
English, hut wo all understood English, 

So said: "I will rejoice to sco the day vhon you are hnngod on tho 
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highest troo in the coirtyard and especially, yon, Jr, tod Schnitsler. 

Did y'U understand it? Did you get It? 

Herr von Schnitilor, who is hard of hearing, raised his hand and 
saidl "So, Hr. Corporal, I didn't get the last sentence." 

The corporal was flabbergasted and thought it was a Joke. Frank-1 
Fehlo, who had soao sort of trusty position, had to repoat what tbo 
corporal had said. Fra n k-Jahle had to rop. at: "Hr. Corporal said ho would 
rojelco to see you, Hr. ron Schnitsler, hang on tho troe in the courtyard," 

H e then told us that it was all OTor with warn noal*, and that as 
long as ho had any say there we wouldn't got any soro hot noals. Thon ho 
continuod addressing ono after the othor: “Haro you got a son?" 1 "Tos. 

Vhat is ho doing?" "Be has been shot in the war," said ono, "V 0 ry good." 

He askod another. "I'to r«t two sons and a soa-irv-law. Two injurod, 
ono dead." "^ory fino." Thon ho turned to Frank Fahlo and askod hint 
"Kavo you got a son?" Ho said: "Tos , ho is two yoars old." Ho said, 

"It is a pity he isn't older and ho hasn't boon shot, too." 

I shall norcr forgot that — such inhunano troatcont.. As I said, 
wo woro ctrictod prohibited to spoak. Vo woro used for tho lowont work, 

•nd tho n'st dirty work. I was trontod a llttlo bettor bocauso of ay 
physical condition was ovon worso than it is now, but thoy had it in 
for Hr. ron Schnitslor. He was considered to bo tho big shot and was trohtod 
accordingly. Tho way wo woro addressed by tho guards,, with tho opon 
approval of tho highor officors — tho wildost language you con imngino. 

"Tou havo boon tho big shots — you aro big —", I don't pronoxmeo it, 
but that was slid. 
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Vo wore stoppod, when we wore lod out of tho Interrogation room. 
Ve had to run returning froo tho interrogation rooms at tho Hoichs- 
bank and wo woro roeolwod thoro accordingly. 

It ni.'ht one could hear terriblo screaming. Vo all know what 
tho roason was. That was not us. Bio so woro Hazis who had boon sont 
thoro, and who woro aoroly transients. 

I often ebsorwcd won Schnitzlor at that tiDO. I saw him on his 
baro Icncos scrubbing and washing tho floor with a brush. 1 saw how ho 
was standing on a tablo and brushing tho colling, and I' hoard how for 
hours thoso non woro drlwon by shouts. I didn't hnvo to do that work 
bccauso of ny physical condition. 

VhcnoTor I passed won Schnitzlor's ro» and lookod through tho 
poopkolo I saw won Schnitzlor lying thoro apathotlcally on tho hard 
wooden bench. Vo woro not pcnalttod to put a blankot onto tho 
oot for kin. Ho had to 11c on tho boards. I was giwon a fow blankots 
bccauso of ny physical condition. 

$ilto dlfforont, howowor, was tho troatnont by tho interrogators. 
Tkoy bocono wory corroct and * ory frlondly. Of eourse, wo folt tho 
difforonco and wero grateful to got sway from that hi. 11 and bo troatod 
woll during tho day. 

I Ain't know who started it; thoso aro noroly assunptions; but It 
was a wory bad spirit who had to docldo on thoso nattors. 
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Ho had to stand outsict the cells two or three tines in the evening and 
about thirty govcrnrxnt of f ic i als were standing with us who had been sent 
into the prison together irith the Farben non, and we were told while stand¬ 
ing at attention that they ware not satisfied with us during our interro¬ 
gations at the Rcichsbank and that, if no die*' t inprove, our rations would 
bo cut and we would bo treated vorsc. Well, at any rato, the rations wore 
cut, and all the docent food uas taken away fron us, and sonctimcs we 
had nothing but biscuits. 

But, at any rote, wo suddenly found out that in spito-'of tho contrary 
assurancos of tho interrogators, our treatment in the prison did chan go. 
Hhothor that wa due to our interrogators or to other poopic, I can't 
say, but we couldn't put any questions; wo coulta't ask. Ho hardly know 
tho naocs. I never knew what was going on. Ifo had no idea about anything. 

At any rato, wo were undor tho impression that thoro was sooo sort of a 
donnoction there. 

To explain the cruelty of that typo of arrest, to explain tho disin- 
togra.ting offcct which, of course^ expressed itself in one way or cnothcr 
in different cases - for instance, on 13 October I wrote to Hr. Do vino, 
who was friendly to no, in English: 

" S ir, 1 beginning to despair of Justico. As long as thoro was a 
plausible roason, one could nako out for a detention, although never pro¬ 
nounced officially — namely, the investigation against tto 1.0, — you 

• 

could boar your lot with more or less patience and equanimity; but now, 
as thi3 investigation has come to a close for sonc tine already and this 


14301 


n Uzy 19AS-fc-DJG-12-2-Primcau (Rcclcr) 
COIRT VI, CASE 71 


reason is no core existing, this inner hold has gene, too, ~nd you fool 
like fighting with ghosts. You aro being put to a permanent cental torture, 
Tihicn is the severest ordeal possible. Even c criminal is entitled to 
know of what he is accused and has the right to defend himself or to call 
for his assistance before he is condemned, but this primitive hur.cn right 
seems to bo denied us. 

"How long is this torture still going to last? Surely, this cannot 
bo tho ccncoption of those in pouor for tho establishing of a new order in 
the world which was declared and which everyone was hopeful to bo one of 
Justico end respecting bran rights. I therefore, still hang to tho hope 
that a turn for the better ulll soon cake place." 

This only shows that any intelligent human being would fool this 
mental torture more then boating, not knowing why they wore thoro, t/hat 
thoy vero charged with. Tfc knew nothing. No information was given us. 

I asked that one should hear the vico consul on ay behalf, but that was 
never deno. Wo had no rights whatsoever. Wo were completely forgotten. 

THE PRESIDENT: Just a moment, iir. Defendant* I think you havo talked 
enough now, for your ow good and for ours, without your attention being 
dlrocted to some particular subject by counsel for the dofenso. 

Ask your next question, llr. Defenso Coxnsol. 

Q llr. Haofliger, those matters of which you Just spoko: did you 
coccunicato them to one of the interrogators at that time? Did you mako 
any indication to that cffoct? 

A No. Naturally, we complained socctimcs. Thoy proaisod us: "Yos, 
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well, we can't do wry r-uch, but i:c*ll try 4 *; and when the food res tempor¬ 
arily ’/cry bad the interrogators permitted us to roccivc parcels from tho 
members of our families who themselves had very littlo, but that had to 
go to the Rtdchsbank and no had to cat it there, because nothing could 
bo taken back into tho prison* 

Q Hr. HaefUger, you aaid that Cor .oral Lo gzi, if I understood you 
correctly, told you once that the interrogators had complained, and ho 
threatened you with strict measures, the cutting of rations, etc. During 
that threat and during that announcement ms von Schnitzlcr presont? Do 
you remember that? 

A At that time wo had changed floors. Schnitzlcr sometimes wont 
to interrogations. I'm sure ho must have been ttoro. Well, wo really 
couldn't turn around, tfc coultfci't actually find out whothor our noighbor 
was tho re or not, but I assume ho was there. I am sure that many will 
remember that sccno. 

Q Tou wero saying that you were driven at your work, ’./ho drove 
you whon you were cleaning floors, otc? 

A Tho American prisoners, tho trusties — I don't know what thoy 
wore. At any rato, thoy wero iwprisonod th:ro bccauso of scoo crimo, and 
tho guards used than to help guard us. Thor® wore colored and white 
Anorlcans . 

Q 'fare these American prison era appointed as your guards and super¬ 
iors in tho prison during your work? 

A They had the same authority as any other guards. They could drive 
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us to the w>rk, and they could also toll us at what speed wo-wore to do it. 

0 • 

Q May I ask you to toll me what iaprossion Dr. von Schnitzlcr mado 
in the course of these months, frees a psychological point of view? 

A Already in the Gutlcut Kaserne ho nadc a completely apathetic 
impression. For hours and hours he was lying on his cot at the Kaserne, 
not noving. I know that he was interrogated for the first time before his 
arrest by Major Tilley, who also appeared hero as a witness. I was in 
the antoroon. He cauc cwt and he uas coaplctoly shaken. Ho earn out like 
a nan who was looking into an abyss. He was absolutely shocked. 

'.fo had discussed this natter beforehand and we knew that the American 
soldiers would cone; thr.t :.o would be under strict control end that wo 
would bo subject to giving answers, but wo wore absolutely willing to holp 
and do ovorything that was asked of us with rospoct to information, etc. 

Consequently, it absolutely inconprchcnsiblo to Hr. von Schnitzlcr 
to bo suddenly ctxifrontcd with this revelation that everything would go 
a different course than ho originally imagined; obviously th t shook him 
terribly and impressed him and had an effect on him. 

Q Mr. Haofligor, as far as you could toll, was Herr von Schnitzlcr 
treatod very fccdly in that penitentiary? You said all were troatod badly, 
but was any difference mado or not? 

A Obviously, Herr von Schnitzlcr was considered to bo tho most promin¬ 
ent ono of the lot, and they '.ere particularly sogcre with him. At tho 
slightest irregularities he v$a locked up again. Sometimes the door was 
left open for two or three hours but tfcn it was locked again and if 
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there was a check of the coll and if everything wasn't quite'as it 
should be — and, rdnd you, ScJnitzlcr wasn't all too dity — Jk» was 
alw.ya punished. '.To knew about it. Ttm discussed it. He all said they 
had it in for Schnitzlcr. !fc could fool it; we could sco it. 
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Q, Kr. Kaefllger, I don't want to ask you abcut any noro details, 
especially In view of your staie of health. In conclusion I should 
only like to put one document to you* 

aa. 8 nuns: Your Honors, this Is Schnitrler Docunent 27, which 
has been in evidence for identification as Exhibit 37, in docunent 
3ook 2, It is an affidavit of hr*, von Schnitrler about the tine, 
on Saturday, 16 of June, 1945, when she wanted to visit her husband and 
vns then arrested under very unpleasant cireunstances and held in prison. 
The Tribunal will recall that in connection with that docunent I was 
given the opportunity to urove its connection with the defendant. 

Hr. kaefllger, would you be good enough to tell ne whhther you 
learned of this Incident at the tine end whether you know that Hr. von 
Schnitrler, during his arrest at Preungshein, knew of it too? 

A. Yes, hrs, von Schnitrler tried particularly hard to intoraene 
on behalf of her husband* 7or that reason She became awkVrrd to n 
nunbor of agencies. She was supported by hajor Hoyer at first, and thon 
there wrs the change. But we knew about that os Preungeshein because 
on the way to the Belchsbond we could talk a little nnd ... 

^ Hr. Hcefliger, I don't think we have to go into all thoso dotails, 
I only want to know whether at that tine, in June, or ot any rate shortly 
after the incident, this Incident of the arrest with all tho unpleasant 
circumstances became knovn to Schnitrler. 

A. Yes; naturally. 

Q. And then I ^nt to know whether froo your conversations with 
Schnitrler you gained the impression that this incident particularly 
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oppressed hie or affected bin in any way? 

A. The incident was generally known and was also known to hin. 

It is quite obvious that his aood was no better afterwnrds. He was 
de-iressed as it vat, and his condition became worse. 

EH. SIEaSRS: Thank you. I have no further ouestions. 

TKZ PRI.SIEZK?: Does the Prosecution wish to cross exonine? 

,H. SPRZCEEB: Bio ouestions. 

TE2 FRZSIZ5ST: Any other ouestions froa counsel for defense? 

Since there is not, the witness is excused frco:further attendance, 
and the narshnl will oeke arrangements for his nroper care. 

'/ITNZSS: Kay I say'one thing? I don't like to be called a seriously 
ill Man. I an suffering fron an illness and I need treatment, but I 
don't want to create the inurossion here that I »«n a very sick nan. 

TKZ HL.SIDMTI v ery well. will give you the benefit of the doubt 
of that, Kr. Defondant. Tou ray step aside. (Vitness Haefligor excuood). 

DR. SIZKSS: Hr. President, since nr. Haefligor has been heard, 

I shJuld cjw like to revert to the preceding question, for ourmoses of 
further evidence with respect to that ratter. I should like to point out 
the following: This subject was brougt uo by ne on the first day of the 
trial of the Far ben case. Vo now have one but the last day of the 
-xesentatisn of evidence. This presentation of evidence could have boon 
carried out by ne in a far better and fer nore extensive way had been 
pernitted to da so at that tine. It is not ay fault if I an forced to bring 
this evidence now, at the end of the proceedings. 

I nay recall thtt the Prosecution in their rebuttal evidence suddenly 
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produced a document, an affidavit of *.r. Volffsohn, vhich is in opposition 
to the docunant vhich I introduced on 2 September 1947. The Prosecution 
could Just as well have sutaltted that docunent earlier because Hr. 

'folffsohn was always present. They have only done so now, rand it is only 
for that reason that I have to introduce this evidence at this tine. 

Tour Honors, how iaportant this evidence is can be seen froa the 
difficult legal questions which arise froa these affidavits. How diffi¬ 
cult they are can be seen froa the fact that the Tribunal itself did not 
sgtee with respect to the evaluation of these affidavits. 

I therefore ask your pernission..... 

TES PRLSIBEJJT: Dr. SI overs, I fear you are encroaching uoon the 
domain of argument *goln. There is nothing no« before the Tribunal, yo 
are concerned in hearing witnesses which ve have said wo would hoar and 
in affording you gentlenen of the Defense an opportunity to conplete the 
presentation of your docunents. Ve have set aside eight days In which we 
shall do nothing but listen to argument, and I think that under the .cir¬ 
cumstances ve had better ask you not to trespass on that territory. 

DB. SID£RS: Your Honors, I an only saying this because I want to 
ask the Tribunal to enable ao to hoar Dr. Ilgner this afternoon or tomorrow 
in court so that you nay be given the entire Picture. Those Questions 
are very difficult and It isn't very easy to prove the psychological 
pressure under which ny client vns, and I think the Tribunal nust bo given 
•one picture by the witnesses who testified to that effect. That it 
why I on asking you that this examination be pemitted in this courtnocm 
if it is at all possible, particularly since it arises fron the rabuttal 
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document of the Prosecution. 

2HL P3ISIDE5T: Dr. Slecers, the Tribunal has ruled and, of course, 
you do have a right in the discretion of the Tribunal to ask:for a 
reconsideration of the ruling. There is nothing unusual or unorecedented 
about that. But one thing I think I can positively state Jayou. The 
Tribunal vill not reconsider that until all these other nntters are out of 
the way and we see whether we have sons tine. 

Now, we oust give preference to first natters end Dr. Boffnann was 
supposed to have h/d the possibility of having a witness here today, and 
ve still have not quite cmpleted half the call of the defendants for 
the introduction of additional docunents. And then we have a few odds nnd 
ends of nlscelloneous natters to take up. Ve wlil proceed along that 
schedule and reconsider that natter if there is any tire left for it. 

DB. Sli-iPS: Thank you nr. President. I should nerely ask you 
whether I could use the tine before the recess to present ny docuncnt 
Book 10, which was alts log yesterday but, ns I have been lnforned, has 
been distributed in the neantioe. 

TEE PRESIDENT: Teel you nay do that, Dr. Sieners. 

E?.. SHiuP.S: Docuneat Book X concerns Francolor in its entiroty. 
Schnitzler Docwient 178 is Exhibit 203. It concorns the Oollus Contract. 

Docunent 179 will bee-one Exhibit 204. 

Document 180 is the Frnnco-Gerr.an cartel agreonent. Exhibit 205 . 

Docunent 181 Is the cartel agreenent Between the Contlnentales 
Parbstoffkartoll and the Ioperial Chenicnl Industries, Exhibit 206. 

Docunent 182 vill bee one Exhibit 207, the contract between the Polish 
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Group, Parben, and the French and Polish factories. 

Document 183 Is on affidavit "by Alfred Hoffnann, Inhibit 218. 

Document 184, an affidavit by Dr. Michel, 209. 

Docunent 185, a letter fronProsserd, who was repeatedly nnntionod 
here. That will be Inhibit 210. 

I ask you to strike out 212 . 

Docunent 186 will become Inhibit 211, an affidavit of Dr. Hans 
Kuntre on the French government people. 

Document 187 will beeono Inhibit 212. That is an affidavit by 
Dr. 3erndt. 

Docunent 188 will be Inhibit 213, an affidavit by Valter. 

Document 189 will bec»:e Inhibit 214, a Questionnaire sent to 
Koechlin. This docunent contains only the ouostionnnire. 

In the noontime, your Honor, the reply to that Questionnaire has 
been received, end I should like, therefore, to submit that docunent 
together with those others which have not os yet been translated, but 
first of all I shall complete the presentation of the docwients vhlch 
are available now. 

Docunent 190 will becone Inhibit 215. 

Docunent 192 will be Inhibit 217, an affidavit of the attorney, 
Silcher. 

Document 213 will be Inhibit 218, an affidavit of Valter Ludvigson, 
on Alsace-Lorraine. 

That brings us to the end of that docunent book. 

Tour Honors, I nov have only a few documents which haven't yet been 
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tr ansl ated. Altogether thara ara fire documents. Since I have to 
cotnant briefly on these docunents, in riev of idiat the Prosecution hnB 
said, I fear that I shall not be able to do so before the recess, 

THE KvESIlSKT: Vary wall. The Tribunal will rise until one- 
thirty. 

(The Tribunal recessed until 1330 hours, 11 Kay 1948.) 
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(The Tribunal reconvened at 1330 hours, 11 May 1948) 

THE ILiRSi&t The Tribunal is again in session. 

DR. FL.SCHSSSR: (Counsel for Buetefisch): Ur. President, may I re¬ 
quest rcy client to be excused at four o'clock to ettend the examination 
of the witnesses before the Commissioner? 

THE PRESIDENT: les, counsel. Will the Uarahal pleaso take care of 

that? See that Dr. Buetefisch is sent to the Commissioner's hearing at 

four o' deck* ^ 

# 

DR. SCHUESRT (Counsel for defendant Buergin): Ur. President, would 
you permit mo to ask those fow questions that I hrvo in rogard to a few 
febuttel documents of Dr. Buergin? 

THE FRESIDS1T: Dr. Buorgin, you may take tho witness stand, 

DR. BUERGIN, a witness, took the witness stand and testified as fol¬ 
lows): ^ 

MR. SPRECH2R: Ur. President, we are having difficulties in carrying 
on before the Commissioner, and tho next witness announced, Ur. Hunch, wo 
understood would be put on now so tho people could got back to the Com¬ 
mission. Ur. Uinskoff is here for that purpose and I think it would 
straighten away the Commission hearing if wo could go on with that matter 
rathor than having mattors presented which would load to a postponement 
of the Commission again, 

THE PRESIDENT: How long would it take you. Dr. Schubert? 


DR. SCHUBERT: It will take only a few minutes, perhaps ton minutes, 
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in ay opinion. 

THE PRESIDENT: Vory well. Wo will take that next, right after this 
examination. 

DR. SCKUEZRT: Mr. President, two dscunents are concorncd; the first 
is in Rebuttal Docuaent Book 91, Exhibit 2214, a letter of the Suprome 
Coaaand of the Nary of the 11th of February 1939 to the fira of Schichor, 
in Elbing, a copy of ihich was sent to the Farbon firm of Bittcrfeld, 
These are superstructures for torpedo boats constructed from light motal. 

DIRECT SXAMIN..TION 
DR. ERNST BUERGIS 


BY DR. SCHUEERT: 

i. Dr. Buorgin, do you know of this event? 

A. I don't rcacabor having hoard anything about this minor busin¬ 
ess transaction. 

Q. The copy which was to be sont to the Farbon enterprise in Bltter- 
feld was dirocted to the Department, Light Construction. What is that? 

A. This was tho department «hich was in diargo of an onginoer, Do- 
ritter, was an advisory agency for those consumers of light motals who 
used aluminum or magnesium alloys in the production of new things, or in 
tho uso of light metals instead of other materials. Tho department turn¬ 
ed over the experiences of Farbon to tho interested parties and mado it 
possible to those people to adapt the construction to tho particular 
properties of light metal. 
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• * 

Q.- Dr. 3uergln, could such superstructure Coc bogts^ or 

even ready parts for these superstructures be already constructed in Bit- 
terfeldt in 1939? 

0 0 

A.- Not normally, because Farben had no machinery for these products 
and did not have the necessary personnel; but from the document it can be 
seen quite clearly that the Supreme Ccomand of the Navy itself did not 
quite know whether the delivery of readymade parts by Farben was possible 
of not. 

Q.- Dr. Buergin is it correct if I assume that lig h t oetal sheets 
would have been necessary for such superstructures? 

A.- Presumably light oetal sheots would have been necessary, but I 
do not know the construction itself. 

Q.- Were such sheets produced in Bitterfeld? 

A.- Not by Farben in Bittorfeld. 

Q.- Do you then maintain your earlier statement that Farben Bitterfold 

produced alektron and Hydronaliuo only as bulk and smi-f ini shod products? 

# • 

A.- Yes, I do, and I emphasize once noro that the bulks which were 
for Farben constituted b7 far the majority of the nngnosiua alloys that 
wore produced. 

0 

Q.- The Prosecution offored that document to prove that Farben, Bit¬ 
terfeld, ms well informed about the use to which those light oetal that 

they produced were to be put; what can you say about that? 

0 0 

A.- This conclusion cannot be dram, in ny opinion, from the document. 
At best the use of only several hundreds of kilos is concerned in this do- 
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cement. I have already stated that the Department of Light Construction 

^ a • 

was an advisory agency, to advise the producers of light metal products.. 
If any new product was to be started from light aetal, then the pro¬ 
ducer in question probably got in touch with this Department frequently 
to profit from the experiences and perhaps experiments that this Depart¬ 
ment had conducted in its apprentice shop; but that is aS far as Farben's 
participation -«nt in this event. Whether anything cam of this parti¬ 
cular constructionor not, the leadership of Parben learned in the rarest 
of cases, for as i have already stated, we produced primarily bulk and 

0 

semi-finished products, and if any order given did not effect an increase 
of production, such requests did hot influence the business at all. 

• 0 

*n other words, if for instance, - and this ia something I do not, 
know, - actually superstructures were constructed from light metal for 
torpedo boats, then the latter would have been produced by the Schieher- 
Warf, or by other producers, and Far ben would have made available the no- 
cossnry alloyo or seal-finished products in the shape and size usual on 
the market. 

I have already stated that we did not produce sheet metal ourselves. 
It was our principle not to compete with the purchasers of our bare11s of 
semi-finished production in the sale of these products. Thus, for instance 
we suppliod our om requirements ir. doors and railings from light metals 
by getting these products from outside firms. 

I want to add here that if I had seen this documont at the timo my¬ 


self, and even if I had know* that light metal producod by Far ben ma used 

0 

by the “avy also for the construction of superstructures on torpedo boats, 
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s • 

were being built, and, secondly, that these torpedo boats were going to 
be used for a war of aggression by the leadership of the Reich. 

0 

Q.- Dr. Bud-gin, Tie now want to turn to another subject matter in re¬ 
buttal, Document Book 92, the Prosecution's Exhibit 2173, a circular let- 

0 

ter of August, 1942.to all of the plant leaders. Under paragraph 2 of 

0 

this circular letter, the plant managers are informed of the possibility 
that Dutch workers whose working contract had expired and who would not 
b* drafted for service again within the Reich, should bo drafted in Hol¬ 
land for labor after their return to Holland, What have you so say about 
that circular letter? 

A.- This circular letter represents official decrees rfiich wore sont 
to us for further passing on, and for our opinion. \*e did only what woa 
our duty, according to the regulations of the authorities, 'it informed our 
plant leaders of the legal provisions that wo had been informed about. 
Whether they acted according to this information I do not know, and I as¬ 
sume that it ms not done. • l r t ■ , 

q._ Under Paragraph 3 of this same circular letter, - this is a para¬ 
graph to which the Prosecution pointed in the index, - tho plant leadoro 
afe told to see to it that the prisoners of war, as to their mrk, aro to 
be exploited to tho fullest extent; otherwise they should first ba reported 
to the prisoners of war ca«p, and if they do not work, they should be re- 

0 

ported to tho control officer, ty my of the employees' personnel depart¬ 
ment. What have you to say about that? 

A.- This is merely the turnip over of information sont to us by tho 

0 

Stalag, - the authority competent for the prisoners of war. These provi- 
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sions wo had to pass on, and we did that, by first of all (taking use of 

w . . ' 0 

the mildest fora of disciplinary measures, giving than a reprimand, or 
suggesting that they be reprimanded in order not to bring to bear any un- 

0 

necessary harshness, and in order not to irritate the prisoners of war 
unnecessarily. 

I do not know of any case where the control officer meted out impri¬ 
sonment or arrest punishments which were passable according to this cir- 

• 0 

cular letter, up to the duration of up to 10 days, but I want to cite that 

' 

on the contrary, I remember that Indian prisoners of ter who were in the 

Bitterfeld plant for quite some time, gave us a lot of difficulties. The 

• 

Indians are known all over the world as not being very industrious, but 

0 

their achievements while prisoners of »er, were generally estimated to bo 

0 • 

20 per cent of normal, and that was not quite sufficient. 

0 • 

Q.- I have assisted. Dr. Buergin,,that you are citing this case of the 

0 

Indian prisoners of war because in your recollection, no harsh measures 

0 

were taken as far as you re member, is that right? 

A.- It was an oeporiment, - this business with the Indians. We had not 
expected very much from the beginning. 

THE PRESIDENT: You have wandered quite a distance from tho Exhibit; 

talking about the situation of Indian employee a is quite foreign to tho 

• • 

subject matter of the ? rosecution's Bchibit 2173. 

DR. 3:HUBERT: iir. President, I asked the witness why he had mentioned 
it, and I assume that ho has mentioned it because the document speaks of 
prisoners of war, and bocauso the Irdian prisoners of war apparently did 
not get any disciplinary punishment; is that correct? 
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A.- *es. 

DR. SCHUHERT: That concludes that particular point. One last question. 

m • 0 

Q.- Now, Dr. Buergin, in the same docuaent, thoro is also some mention 
made of the guards of the prisoners of «r and that thoso guards called 
to task and wauld be severely punished if they did not take **iy steps 
aginst the prisoners of war who did not work properly. Did Farbon have 
anything to do with these measures against guards? 

A.- No. It is show here that only the turning over of official ins- 

0 

tructions by the authorities was concerned. There were auxiliary guards, 
next to the regular guards, that were used for the BOW s, and they con¬ 
sisted of Parben employees. Most of them wore foremen, but Farbon had no 
possibility of calling these guards to task or to punish them in any way. 

That was tho exclusiyo privilege of tho military authorities. 

0 

Parben merely passed on these official instructions, in ordor to point 

• # 

out by way of the plant leaders, to tho men c once mod, that thoy might bo 
subject to punishment if they became too lax in applying the discipline. 

0 

Farbon had to do this in the interoat of tho men thonsolvos, who after all 

0 

had to know how they had to conduct thcmselvos, but I must again say that 

0 • 

in that regard, that I do not know of any case where a guard, - a member 

# 0 

of Farbon, - who was used as a guard, was punished for tho reason mentioned 
previously. 

A motto that I had issued expressly was that tho prisoners of war wore 
to be treated in such a way as we wished to have applied to our sons in a 
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siailar situation, and that I was serious when I said that you can sao, 
if you realize that I nyself had two sons fighting on tho front. 

ER. SCHUBERT: Thank you very much. Dr. 3uergin. 

That concludes 03 qiestioning. 
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CP.. MUEI1ER: Ur. '‘resident, a Cosiaissi oner's aeoting that was provi¬ 
ded for a later tine is now going to be conducted, ani therefore Dr. Krauch 
Dr. Schnoider and Dr. Buetefisch should be present there. 

THE RtESIEEOT: They nay be excused. 

Cross-examination Mr. Prosecutor? 

CROSS-EXAMINATION 
DR. BUEJCIN 

BT MR. SPRECHFR: 

Q.- Dr. Buergin, with respect to Prosecution's Exhibit 2173, - I 
believe you have tho copy before you, - that is NI-15143. 

A.- Yea, I havo a copy. 

Q.- Who Signed that along with you? 

A.- I signed it, and tho other one is illegible hore in this copy. 

• 0 

Q*“ N° w with respect to paragraph 2, Dutch workers, how did you got 
tho inforaation froa tho authorities which you say you wore passing on? 

A.- You want no to tell you how wo got then from tho authorities, 
or is this soootiling else? 

Q.” Paragraph 2,-1 think you are talking about paragraph 3 , - pa¬ 
ragraph 2, Dutch workers. 

A.- Probably toilers wre concerned who retumod to Holland after 
their work cortract had expired, and in Holland they had to do sane work 
too, and thoy were used in some place thoro, and according to the provi- 
siona of tho authorities, we could send to Holland the name of those ro- 
tumeos, if we wanted to get them back. 

0 & 

Q.- Now, Doctor, ay question is this. Did you receive a secrot ins- 
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0 

truction from the Labor Office concerning these natters, or was it a cix- 
cuiar, or Just how did you get this info mat ion which you say you jassod 
on at the request of the authorities? 

A.- Undoubtedly by the labor Offices. 

Q.- Do you recall Wiether it was in the nature of a circular or an 
oral representation xaade to ysu; what was the nature of this? 

The circular lotter itself wo could not find, because I only have 

this one sheet fron all of the correspondence that was conducted about it. 

* 

The files in Bittorfold of the preceding and after events, wro not ac¬ 
cessible to BO. 

Q.- How did you usually got that kind of information concerning fo¬ 
reign workers? 

A.- I cannot say that because they did not cono into my office. Thoy 
wero sent to tho porsonnol departnont, - Bnployeos* Relations Dopartjnont. 

I cannot tell you Wist tho originals looked like. 

UR. SPRECHER: Ho questions. 

TO2 PRESIDENT: Is that all, gontlcaon? 

You are excused Dr. Buergin. 

* 0 

How, Dr. Hoffoann, you nay call your witness. 

DIRECT EtAUUHTION 
Dr. HAKS ,r ILHEIM UUENCH 

0 

BY tR. HOFniANH (Counsol for tho defendant Dr. Anfcros): Ur. President, I 
want to call tho witness Dr. kuench. 

THE PRESIEEHT: The narshal will bring in tho witnoss. 

(Witness took stand) 
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THE JRESIEENT: Hill the witness please remain standing to be sirom? 

Riase your right hand, say "I" and state your name for the record. 

0 0 

THE ’7ITNESS: I, Hans Wilhelm Muench, Medical Doctor. 

THE PRESHHfT: Please repeat after me the oath: 

0 * 

"I swear by God the Almighty, and the Chmisciont, that I will speak 
the pure truth, and that 1 will add and withhold nothing. 

(The witness repeated the oath). 

THB PRESIDENT: You may be seated. 

BY DR. HOFFHAW: 

0 

Q.- *»itnoss, rtiat is your present address? 

A.- Bembourcn, Upper Bavaria. 

% 0 

Q.- Witness, did you ever testify before a Tribunal? 

A.- The end of last year I was triod by tho Supremo Pooplo'a Court 

of Poland in the largo trial of Auschwitz whore I was dofondant No. 8. 

• • 

Q.- What was tho rosult of tho trial, as far as yol i wore concomod. 
Hr. Wltnoss? 

A.- I ms acquitted in that proceedings. 

Q.- What was your SS Grade that you hold while you wore in tho trial? 

0 

A.- I was an Untorstumfuehrer of the Waffen SS, and as such I was 
an accused in tho trial. 

Q.- Can you givo do the reasons briefly why tho Tribunal thoro ac¬ 
quitted you? 

• 0 0 

A.- From September '1*3, until January, 1945, I was a physician in the 
Hygiene Institute in Auschwitz, and the Hygiene Institute was affiliatod 
with tho conccrtration easy. 
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Q.- And what was the reason why the Tribunal acquitted you? 

A.- The Court found that in disregard of cy personal safety, I pro- 

0 

teeted the inflates, regardless of race or nationality effectively, and 
that I had tte confidence of all innates. 

Q.- Did tho Polish Court then set you at liberty? 

0 

A.- A few days after I was acquitted I ms taken to Berlin, and re¬ 
leased by the Polish authorities. 

0 

Q.- Ur. witness, how did you cose to join tho SS? 

0 0 * 

A.- At tho oral of Uay, 1943, I was draftod for thd'ss, as a special¬ 
ist for bacteria culturos. 

Q.- *ore you with the SS previously? 

A.- No. 

Q.- Could you do anything against the drafting for tho SS? 

A.- Hot at tho ti«>. At tho beginning of 1940 I ms askod to Join tho 
Hygiene Institute of tho SS and 1 could provont this only bp voluntooring 
for service with tho Amy. That was tho only possibility to evado tho 

dosiros or tho donands of tho SS. 

0 0 

Q.- Witness, when you speak of tho SS, you moan tho Waffon SS? 

A.- Tos. 

Q.- Then you mro drafted in 1943, you had no other choice but to 
coaply with that draft? 

A.- The provision that the SS could no longer disposo of voluntoors 
of the Amy was abolishod at that tiac by a personal docroo of Hinder 
who issued a law about this. 
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w.- »n»t was jour career, Mr, witness, in the SS, - very briefly? 

* 

A.- I went through the noroal infantry training for physicians, lasting 
two Donths, and then I ms transferred to the Hygieno Institute of the 
TTaffen SS in Berlin. 

0 

Q.- How long did you stay there, and whore did you go afterwards? 

A.- I stayod briefly only in Berlin, because the Institute ms damaged 

0 

by bomba, and my place of work was no longer in existence. 

0 

Q.- r boro wore you transferred thon? 

A.- To the Hygiono Institute of the Waffon SS in Atischwitz. 

# 0 

Q.- Did you know, Mr. witness, that that Hygiono Institute was situated 
in the concentration easy of Auschwitz? 

A.- I did not know until I arrived thorc. 

Q.- What was your first depression of Auschwitz whon you arrived? 

0 

A.- I had already hoard about tactoraination camps, and particularly 

0 

extermination camps for Jews, through reports ovor tho Swiss radio that I 

0 

listonod to regularly in tho prccodix* yoars, but sinco I considered thoso 
news to bo propaganda, I did not boliovo thorn at tho tijao, bocauso tho 
facts that woro boil* doscribod scorned too torribly out rag oo us to mo. Whon 
I arrived in Ausahwitz, and had to convinco nysolf personally that thoso 
reports woro not exaggeratod, 1 was very much shaken emotionally. 

Q.- To wtnt activities wore you assigned in Auschwitz? 

0 • 

A.- In 19^*3, in tho spring, tho Hygiono Institute hod beon foundod in 
Ausahwitz in order to control the vory sovoroly spreading epidemics among 
the inmates in Auschwitz and to sco to it that these opidcadcs did not 
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spread to the civilian population in the industrial area of Upper Siloaia. 
“typhus and typhoid were concerned mainly. 

Q.- How did the Hygiene Institute mrk as far as personnel was con¬ 
cerned? 

# • 

A.- The »rk propor, tho bacteriological work in particular, ms coh- 

9 • 

ducted exclusively by iremtob, by spodalists and by authorities from all 
over Europe. 

Q.- Can you givo ao a few names? 

A.- Professor Toooschck of Univorsity of Bruenn; Prdfossor Jafcubaki 

* 

from tho Univorsity of Poznam; Professor banns fold, from tho Onivorsity of 

9 

Budapoat; Professors Klfiin and Coblenz, from Strassbourg; Profossor Lo- 

• 9 

vine of tho Pastour Instituto, p aris; Dr. Poliak, a notod intomist of 

9 

Prague. Tho ontiro dotail consisted of 100 to 120 inmatoa, more than ono 
half of whom wore highly qualified exports. 


U525 


11 May - A.-LO-18-1-Leonard (Int. Katz) 

Court VI - Case VI 

Q. What competence or jurisdiction did you hare within the con¬ 
centration caap itself? 

1 . Essentially I had to supervise this detail of locates and with* 
in the concentration c np I had to advise the canp physician or the 
physician of the garrison on the control of diseases. 

Q. Mr. Witness, in that position that you held did you have a 
chance to gain an insight into the entire concentration camp of Auschwitz? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Would you describe briefly all the territory that was part 
of the concentration caap Auschwitz? 

A. The concentration caap consisted aainly of the main caap, 
Auschwitz I, and the caap Birkenau, Auschwtiz II, and then there were 
forty-two branch caaps affiliated, some of which were snail and had only 
several hundred 1 mates and others had soveral imates. In the aumaor of 
19UU tho entire Auschwitz cmplox cowls ted of 1M,000 inmates. 

<4. Did Monowitz also beloi* to the Auschwitz concentration caap? 

A. The Uonotwitz caap was a branch caap of tho Auschwitz concen¬ 
tration caap, tho largest branch caap. 

Q. Was that indicated also in tho field of medical care, something 
about which you know? 

A. I do know about the medical care and it didn't differ in any 
way frco the other branch caaps. 

Q. . How was this medical care given to Uonowitz? 

A. The subsidiary and branch caopa - Monowitz, in particular, had 
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a so-called hospital building which was equipped like a hospital and 
that neant that it was a sick bay that was destined only for short 
treatment, More serious eases and sicknesses that took long to cure 
were transferred to Auschwitz or to Birkenau. 

Q. Mr. Witness, you already mentioned that it was an irrefutable 
fact that mass exteminations were carried out in Auschwitz, is that 
right? 

A. Ies. 

Q. Would you describe briefly where this extermination was carried 
out, particularly the locality? 

The extern!nation plant was located at Birkenau. The crematoria 
and gas chambers were located one or one and a half kilceetera south¬ 
west of the Birkenau camp camouflaged in a small woods. 

Q. What purpose did the crematoria scrro? 

A. All corpses wer* burnt thoro, as far as their capacity was 
sufficient. 

Q. If tho capacity of thoso owt-ns was not sufficient, what was dono 
then? 

A. Thon the corpses woro burned on largo piles. 

Q. Could ono soo thoso firos from the outside or wore thoso firoe 
also camouflaged? 

A. One ctwldn't sec thoso firos at all, but one had to smell tho 
odor bo cause tho burning of such troaondous nuobers of corpses caused 
a terrible odor which was porceivablo everywhere. 

Q. Mr, Witness, you wore informed about the fact that human boings 
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were being gassed in Auschwitz? 

A s Tes. 

Q. During the tine that you were working as a physician in Auschwitz 
did you cake many trips, vacation trips or officials trips, to Germany? 

A. Xes, very many to Germany. 

Q. What knowledge did the people in the Reich have, as far as you 
were able to find out? 

A. I wculd find out everywhere that the concentration camp Auschwitz 
was practically unknown in Gemary. It is truo that I was'very caroful 
that it did not bcccoo known that I was working in Auschwitz. 

Mr. Witness, for that reason did you not spread the fact that 
hvnan beings were being gassed and extomlnatod? 

A, I was asked this vory often and also bofore the Supreme Court 
of Cracow and I can say in answer to it that that would havo boon a 
completely usoloss undertaking which would havo vory shortly caused mo 
and ay family to bo liquidated very quickly bocauso tho Goa tap o was so 
well organized and tho throats for non-cbsorvanco of tho secrecy that 
surrounded tho Auschwitz exterminations was so clearly wordod for 
centers of tho SS that everybody avoided tolling oven his closest friend 
about it bocauso experience taught us that anybody who talked about it 
in any way was very quickly found out bocauso tho Gestapo sniffed out 
every rumor very consistently that spread about Auschwitz. 

Q. Do you havo any indications for the fact that the other SS 
members that wero working in Auschwitz had a similar sonticent or fear 
of spreading theso rumors? 
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A » Certainly, undoubtedly, and to an even greater extent than in 
ay case, especially as far as the great majority of the guards was con¬ 
cerned, because those guards were very harshly and severely treated by 
the SS already at that tine. 

Q« He* about the 1 mates? D 0 you know, have you any experience 
whether the imates informed anybody elao about the fact that gassings 
were being conducted there? 

A. I have the vary definite inpression, and all tho experience that 
I have been able to tain about this now, after I was released from prison, 
convinced co of the fact that the imates too did not say anything to 
civilians with when they got in touch in Auschwitz for they, the imates, 
were liquidated very quickly and simply if it was provon against then that 
they had disclosed this information or if only a suspicion that they 
had disclosed this information existed, and, in tho face of tho chimneys 
in Auschwitz that woro smoking constantly, overy inmate had inhibitions 
about telling anybody olso« 

Q. Ur. Witness, what would you say if someone visited a plant 
in Auschwitz twice or throe times a year for a poriod of one or t*> 
days, would he thon have to gain knowledgo about those things? 

A. I repeatedly "itoossed guided tours of civilians and also of 

commissions of tho Red Cross and oth-r parties within the camp and I 

was able to ascortain that tho camp leadership arranged it masterfully 

to conduct those guidod tours in such a way that tho people being guidod 

around did not see anything about inhuman treatment. The Min camp 

was shown only and in this main caap there were so-called show blocks, 
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particularly Block 13, that were especially prepared for such guided tours 
that were equipped like a normal soldier's barracks with beds that had 
sheets on them, well-functioning wash rocos, They had heat and a part 
of the kitchen was also shown which was properly equipped like any other 
large kitchen, A laundry was shewn them and other artainistrative build¬ 
ings where one couldn't seo anything untoward, 

Q-> Whers **3 the misery actually going on? 

A, In Birkenau, in the Birkonau caap and also in tho main camp, 
but during the tins when these guided tours were conducted around, this 
could not be aeon because the inmates wore mostly working at that tiro 
and because the inmate that had deteriorated, who was physically weak 
as the technical term was, became a victim of extermination anyhow 
so that the imatos that were still alive all had a rath or good appoaranoo, 

DR. HOFFMANNt I have no furthor questions, 

BY DR. HELUfiJTH DUi (Defense Counsel for defendant Schneider)i 

Q. Dr, Muench, do you know when Hitler stoppod the gassings? 

A. If I rmember correctly in tho middle of October 19lds. 

Q. You were speaking about visits of tho Rod Cross. Was that tho 
International Rod Cross? 

A. Yes, 

Q. The International Red Cross. You said that tho imato physicians 
were very capablo. Isn't it true that, betwoon the innate physicians and 
the SS physicians, scat close contact devoloped because of their 
profession, as far as was possible? 

A. That's certainly true in ay case and I observed that in a very 
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few other cases also* 

Q. Frcn a human point of view, and to put It wildly, that was very 
«barrassin to you arri that was certainly truo. Is it true that physioians 
who had such a contact tried to push the blase for these things on 
scoebody else'a shoulders, ia that right, but givii* the names of other 
people whom they considered guilty? 

A. Do you mean in the trials? 

Q. Mo, I don't mean before the courts. I wean in the concentration 
caap, if ary SS physician talkod to an ircaato physician personally, 

Ia it true that thon the SS physician tried to push the blame from hia>x 
self and in a certain sonso from his medical suporlors to somebody aide's 
shoulders? 

A. That was truo. 

Q« There have boon enny imato physicians oxaainod horo. Would it 
thon be possible that the SS hod tho tendency to push the responsibility 
towards tho shoulders of Farbon if thoy spoko,.... 
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* • • . 

•» 

MR. SPRSCHcR: Aist a minute. The nature of these last few 
questions has been exceedingly improper and we ask that tho Court lot this 

fi_ •. a 

witness,-who. is a Tory intelligent witness, testify on his own, having 
boon indicated tho subject by counsol. 

•HE ffi3SID2NT: Sustained.' Tho questions are leading, Dr. Dlx. 

BY DR. DIXs . J ’ 

• * 7 , . * * • • 

• • ' 

Q. You confirmed fbx^me t*$at L the physicians had the tondoncy of 
blaming soaobody else for tho responsibility. • ' 

A. I can say s one thing else in supplementation. It-is an irre¬ 
futable fact that only tho SS, tho Reich Security Main Office, axil 
particularly, th«* concentration camps leadership had to do with thoso 
things, and if 1* said that tho SS physician* ondoavorod to push tho 
bla*o on soaobody olso, then thoy aoant tho Roich Socurity Main Offico. 

THE HtS?i*lSTTi Anything further froo this witness? 

Cross exwtino tho witness. 

CR06S EXAM! RATION 

BY MR. UlHSKOFFs 

Q. Mr. "itnoss, you wore an associate of Dr, Wobor of tho Hygione 
Institute at Roiskow? 

A. los. Wobor was my dlroct suporior. 

And among tho functions that you had in that offico was tho 
testing of tho wator supply for Auschwitz to do tonal no wbuthor it was 
fit for human consuc^tion? 
i« lea. 

Q. In tooting this water, lfcy Witness, what did you find? 
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“ay 1 ask you what water you s-an? The water of the city of 
Auschwitz, of tho caap, or of the plant? 

Q» The water which was used for the iixate* lived in Uommitc 
axyi *dio worked at tho plant Auschwitz - I.G. Auschwitz? 

Tea, I havo to think about this a minute. If T roaeabor 
correctly, tho Caap Monowit* too was connected to the central water 
supply of tho Auschwitz caap and at ay time, at the end of 191*3, that 
water supply w_. oorfoctly in order, 

Q. Do you rocall, Mr. Witness, protesting to tho construction 
management at 1,0, Auschwitz that tho water was fourd to have coll 
bacclllus in it and was thorofere un-drinkablo? 

A. The iBter supply of Auschwitz go no rally was vory poor from a 
chemical and bacteriological viewpoint, and if coll baccillae woro found 
it daper.is on tho number bocausv. they woro proof of presonco of coli 
baccillae vitfcin tho area of tho Upper Silosian industrial territory, 
was soqo thing occurring vory froqucntly. It didn't nocosaarily mean that 
tho water was not potablo, Ono has to know exactly tho do tailed findings 
of the investigation and if you ccwld show this to sa thon I would gladly 
give you tho information. As far as I rcacabor, there were no wells in 
the Monowitz caxp any more at ay tlao. All tho wolla woro poor, parti¬ 
cularly in Birkenau. 

Q. Now, Mr. Witness, your office was located less than a thousand 
yards fran tho Birkenau death houses, isn»t that right - tho gas and 
crematoria? 

A, No, I estimate that it's two and a half kilcnotcrs as tho crow 
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flics the institute in Reiskow that wo had. Perhaps even three kilo¬ 
ne ters as a crow flies, but I believe that is not very relevant. Excuse 

Q. and how far frae tho railroad was your office, the railroad 
which brought the unfortunato vietins into Birkenau for gassing? 

1. That was ianediatoly adjoining. The railroad was in the Immed¬ 
iate vicinity, 

Q, Now, Mr, Witness, you testified that persons in Go many didn't 
know about tho pssings and the exterminations at auschwits^ Now, could 
you tell tho Court how about tho civilians that lived in Auschwitz and 
ssoiled theso chinnoys each day and saw tho railroads ccoo into Auschwitz? 
How about thoeo civilians? Did thoy know about the gassings that wero 
going cn at Birkenau? 

k, I oust put it this way. In Auschwitz and tho vicinity as far 
as Kattowita was full or rusors about tho oxtomdnation of Jews by 
gassings and by burnings and if onyono wanted to obtain dotailod lnfor- 
nation about this then ho could do it only by getting in touch with an 
SS loader with whoa he was closely associatod - if ho know him woll and 
discusood it with such an SS leader, A sinplo SS man would havo givon 
him no inforaation. Just as littlo as any imato would havo givon him any 
information. 

Q, Now, Mr. Witness, I hadn't intended to havo persons in 
Kattowitz, about fifty kilcnotors away, asked about the gassings. I was 
asking about auschwitz itself, tho city of Auschwitz, were civilians 

U33* 




11 May - A-L5-19-4—Ie onard (Int. Katz) 

Court 71 - Case 71 

lived, and in that city whore civilians lived, right in the shadow 
of the creaatoria, did thoso civilians, not in Kattowitz but in 
Auschwita, did they know about the gassings? 

A. Tes, that is the way I scant it, bo cause in Kattowitz one was 
able to saell the stench of the creaatoria Just as well as in Auschwitz. 
Auschwitz and the further surroundings are to be considered equally in 
this respect bocauso one could not perceive aore than tho odor. That's 
all one could perceive freo these gassings. 

Q. No", witness, isn't it a fact that tons of thousands of persona 
freo all over Europe cam to Birkonau through this railroad right next 
to your office, wore brought into Birkonau right through tho city of 
Auschwitz? Isn f t that a fact? 

A. Tes, that's a fact. 

Q. So that ovor a poriod of two years ovor four and a half millions 
case through this little railrcod noxt to your office into Birkenau, 
right through Auschwitz, isn't that truo? 

A. Tho figure isn't important as for as a fow millions aro con¬ 
cerned, but thoro wero millions anyway that camo in. 

Q. Now, Mr. Witness, weron't there civilian workers on thoso rail¬ 
roads? 

A, Tos. 

3. and weron't thero folish civilian workers on the ramp of tho 
station at Auschwitz? 

A. Tos. 

3. and didn't thoso civilians, who weren't bound by the secrecy 
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of the SS, see all these persons casing in through Auschwitz to 
Birkenau in crowdod trains? 

A. They wero oxposod to the same pressure as the SS. It's 
true that they weren't put under a oath every day anew but for then 
the danger was evon greater than for the SS because they wero suspect 
free the very start already of tasking any disclosures and for that 
reason the Gestapo supervised then very closely and ovory one of those 
people working for tho railroad or the Polos had to fool that ho was 
being kop under surveillance, and there are many examples,' especially 
aoong the Guraan sp_aldng Poles, who woro sent to a concentration camp 
oven as a result of tho vaguest suspicion that they had disclosod any¬ 
thing. 

Q. Now, Mr. Witness, apart from who thoso civilians who livod in 
Auschwitz night have told what thoy themselves know, didn't tho civilians 
thomsolvos who livod in auschwit* and had constant contact with othor 
civilians who worked on tho railroads and near tho railroads, didn't 
thoy thomsolvos at least knew of the gassings of inaatos and tho gassings 
of persons boing brought to Birkonau? 

A. Well, I can only ropoat what I mid bofere. T ho knowledge 
of the exterminations in Auschwita has to bo considorod general 
according to ay oxp-rionco, but only by *;y of naaor bocauso ary 
actual confirmation, particularly about tho manner in which theso 
exterminations wrro boing conductod, r>ctoody, in ay opinion, could procure, 
and then ono must take into account that many trains came out of 
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auach»itt too and they were aado up in the saae way as the trains going 
in. They wore completely onclosed. 
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Q Mr. Witness — 

A May I add one norc thing, please. The SS spread again and again 
that the trains that came out of Auschwitz wero loaded with inmates 
that wero being transferred to other carps, and it happened frequently 
that transports wore transferred to other camps so that one could see 
this actually to be true. 

Q Ur. Witness, did you personally ever witness the gassing of human 
beings? 

A Yos, I saw one gassing et one time. 

Q AM before you actually personally saw this gassing, is it your 
testimony thet all your knowledge of gassings was Just rumor? 

A No. tfot ay knowlodgo. AM as far as tho SS in Auschwitz is 
concerned one can assume that all of them knew about dotaila oven if thoy 

didn't all of thee see it themselves. 

• • • 

Q Now, Ur. Witness, did you knew that thorc wero thouaaMs of I.G. 
?arbcn employees living right in tho city of Auschwitz? 

A Yos. 

Q AM did those I.G. Farben employees have tho samo accoss to tho 
knowledge of tho gassings in B irkenau that tho civilian Polos had who 
lived in the city of Auschwitz? 

A Accoss to what facilitios — to tho c«np you mean? 

1 No. I will withdraw that question. Mr. Witness, on the I.G. 
Farben construction site in Auschwitz there wero sane 7,000 inOntca of 
tho Concentration Camp Monowitz working. Now, these 7,000 inmates, would 
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they know about the gassing 9 that took place at BJjkcnau? 

A AH of the i rente a Wva wore in Auschwitz km w about it. Ihoy 
were info iced to the fullest extent. 

Q Now, Ur. Witness, isn't it a fact that during the tine you wore 
at Auschwitz allied planes dropped leaflets over Kattowitz and Auschwitz 
informing tho population what was going on in Birkenau? 

A No, I don't know thaii 

Q Ur. Witness^ you testified a little earlier that those who wore 
sick In tho camps, like in Concentration Camp Uonowitz, would bo sont 
to Auschwitz Birkoncu, but I wasn't quite clear as to why thoy wore sont 
,to Auschwitz-Birkcnau and I'd like to put just a quostion or two to you 
on that. Ur. Witress, thoso porsona *10 were in tho hospital at Uonowitz 
and wore shipped to Auschwitz-Birkenau bccauso of cdaaa and phlegmons, 
for what purpose were thoy shipped to Birkonau? 

A As far as those pooplc wero Jews I must state that most of them 
wero gessod. 

Q And, Ur. Witness, if thoy woro sont from tho hospital in Uonowitz 
to Auschwitz-81 rkenau anl thoy woro Jews and thoy woro sont bccauso of 
wonknoss and collapse, why wore thoy sont to Birkonau? 

A Also to be gassod. 

e 

Q Thank ycu. No further questions. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

BT DR. SE2DL: (for tho dofendant Duorrfold) 

Q Ur. Witness, did you evor talk to any superior employees of 


Parben in Auschwitz about these gassings? 
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A Kcvcr. 

Q Did 70U know any superior enployoo of Parben in Auschwitz 
personally? 

A I personally knew construction or^inoor Faust very well. 

Q Did you over speak to the construction cngincor Faust about 
gassings? 

A Never. On tho contrary, I exprossly avoided peaking to hie 
about it because I had the certain fooling that if ho was info mod about 
the extent of this fact his already difficult position in-Auschwitz — 

I oean free: a psychological point of view, ho would even bccooe more 
exposed to pressure. 

Q lou said that Oberingenicur Faust bad a difficult position in 
Auschwitz end 1 would like to havo you explain that a littlo more. What 
do you oean by that? 

A lou can imagine that a nan of tho typo of Nr. Faust who lived 
in this Auschwitz atmosphoro, as I would call it, sufforod vory much from 
the provision that f creed him to work, tho re. 

Q Ucy * understand your testimony to mean that ho sufforod fran 
tho fact thet Parbon was given the ordor fran tho supremo Reich authorities 
to employ inmatea in tho construction of this ncr plant? 

A los. 

UR. iPRECHER: Mr. Pro aidant, so long as such suggostive and 
leading cyiostions are asked wo will ask that they bo stricken. 

THE PRESIDENT: Nell, wo will not tako time to strike what has 

• * • 

coco in, but Dr. Scidl your questions wore leading and refrain from it. 
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BI DH.- SEIDLs 

Q Dr. Muonch, in the course of your conversations with Oboringenicur 
Faust did yew have the impression that the latter had knowledge of the so 
extermination measures that were going on in Birkenau? Did he over give 
yew a hint to that effect? 

A I know with absolute certainty that Ur. Faust knew no more than 
those rumors in the form that I have proscribed then before — that ho had 
no concrete knowledge about, for instance, selections — that he didn’t 
know anything about tho fact that sick people were being gassed there. 

Q Did yew discuss such things with hin at all? 

A Never. 

Q Then you are oaking a conclusion — that is on assumption of 
youraolf? 

A It was an umritton law in Auschwitz that one didn't discuss 

0 

this particularly with civilians — a law «*iich was observed by both 
partios. Tho civilian knew vory wo 11 that tho SS loador wouldn't toll 
him anything. 

Q If tho Oborin go ni our Faust had asked you abewt thoso runors 
would you then havo told hin the truth? 

A Thet is a vory difficult <jjostion for no to My now. That 
depends vory such on the ioaodiato conditions of the mcaont whon tho 
question was asked. B ut ns a matter of principle I tculd not havo 
talked about this ovon to Mr. Faust Just as little as I would have talkod 
about it to my next of kin. 

Q Did you over speak to Dr. Duorrfcld? 
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A No, I can not remember. 

Q Did you know Dr, Duorrfeld at all? 

♦ 

A I believe so, ho was introduced to ne acoohow. Nothing noro. 

Q I wont to ask you how e/ten did the cremations tako placo in 
the open air — how often did that happen in the years in quostion? 

A I can only give detailed information about 1944. During tho 
tiao when tho transports arrived free Hungary — in the spring of 1944 
until tho autumn of 1944, around September, the so woodon pyres wero burning 

every day. 

Q lou can not say anything about 1943? 

A It's very difficult for no to givo detailed information. 

Q Mr. Witness, I would like to find out from you how you rocoivod 
interaction about theso rumors. Did n civilian addross a diroct quostion 
to you? 

A No, tho camp leadership infonsed mo about that officially. 

I was caked to carry out the selections. As a oeebor of tho camp, so to 
sponk, I was informed about it at the very boginning. 

Q 1 want to know from you *horo you got tho knewlodgo that tho 
civilians know about theso rumors. 

A Oh, I soo. 

Q And 1 want to ask you whothor anyone from F arbon or from tho 
civilians approached you and askod you for enlightenment in that respect. 

A If one went into Auschwitz dressed in SS uniform then nobody 
would have asked about it — not oven if one was sitting in tho novios, 
one wouldn't have heard anything. If ono wont to Auschwitz in civilian 
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clothes ono could tear people speak quite senseless things about Birkonau 
oivi the crematoria and about the concentration caep. At any rato ono 
could hear only rumors. B ut that could only be detected if ono moved 
about dressed in civilian clothes. 

Q You say senseless rumors went round. Do you want to say that 
rumors went about that were not at all according to the truth and actual 
events? 

A Yes. For instanco rumors that only people who had died a normal 
death wore being b urned there. For instance that in largo transports 
from Krakow and p olcnd had come people who wore sick of typhus and yto 
wore being gassed there. Then thore ms anothor version that tho 
Hsinrich H lmler plants were located thero and a particular substanoo was 
being produced that was needed for retribution weapons — V Woopons, and 
entirely senseless rumors were spread — acootiaea on jwrposo — and 
they wero carried about accordingly. That fbr this Heinrich Himlor plant 
one ncodod human fat. 

Q You said that you had heard rumors alroady from tho Swiss radio 
boforo? 

A Yos. 

Q Did I understand you corroctly that you didn't boliovo it at tho 

time cithor? • 

• * 

A Yos. May 1 make one ooro ratark about this? 1 can, ovon today, 

m * 

still determine, whon I get in touch with people whom I know previously, 
or with strangers, that ninety porcent of tho Goman people still today 
ere firmly convinced that tho facts of Auschwitz wore not true — that 
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people don’t believe it despite all the cnlightcmcnt that was produced. 
That is an experience I sate every day. 

DR. SKIDL: Mo further questions. 

Tffi PRESn)E?iT: Gcrt-lcnen, it is tine for recess but nigit wo 
know before rocess if this witness will bo needed any longer? 

MR. MINSKDFF: The ^rosocution has two questions if it ploeso 
the Court, 

TOE PRESIDENT: Ask then and we will run over a ninute and get 
through with the witness. ^ 

RECROSS SEMINATION 

BY MR. MIMSKOPP: 

Q Mr. Ui tness, do you recall the tizx *icn allied pianos borrhod 
and destroyed part of B irkenau — no — whether thcro was a bcobing in 
Birkonr.u? 

A In B irkenau at the very end of 1%U one bach was droppod and 
that hit the SS hospital. That was an accident — that bcab was not alnod 
thorn at ell. Within tho concentration cnap only ono tico boefcs woro 
dropped erd that was tho Kasorne of tho SS in tho original camp. 

Q Ur. Witness, prior to that tioc wasn't thoro a destruction 
of part of B iriconau by tho inoates thcosclvcs — of the crematorium? 

A Croaatoriua U — yes. In the suaaor of 1944 it was blown up 

by tho spocid detail and an cscapo attempt by force was mado. 

• . 

Q Mow, Mr. Witness, will you tell this Court whore the inontos 

who destroyed this pert of B irkenau — tfiorc they ran and whoro they 

were found and there they were locked for? 

Ih3hk 


11 Ma^-A-IL-20-6-Mills (int. Katz) 

Court VI Case VI . . 

A Tee. But details I only know free the trials in Krakcw. 

THE PRESIDENT: let’s r»t go into the field of hearsay on that now. 
We'ro getting far afield. 

A I have no detailed knowledge about it ayself. 

# 

MR. 1GNSKDP?: Tou had po krowledgc at the tine that any of those 
inmates wore found in I.G. Auschwitz? ■ , 

A Mo. V 

MR. MINSKOPPr Thank you. No further creations. 

HECROSS EXAMINATION 

• r / 

BY DR. HEIMt/TH DIXi 

0 

Q I havo one qujstion. The Prosecution stated that four and ono 
half millions were gassed. Is that figure not too high as far as your 
inforaation goo a? 

A In tho Auschwitz trial in Krakow throo and coo half million woro 
dotoiminod as definitely certain. B ut it was Maid in that connection 
it wasn't proven whother perhaps it wasn't ooro than that. 

THE PRESIDBNr: Now, is that all gootlanon? Then, Ur. Witness, 
you are oxcusod free further attendance art! tho Tribunal will riso for 
its rccoss. * 
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23 MARSHAL: Tho Tribunal 1 b again In sosslc-n. 

m. 5SA3A5DT (Couasol for defendant niorrfold): Tour Honor*, I 
would cnru«* the defendant Duorrfold to attend tho Cecalssi-nor's hoar- 
lng In roon 295. 

TEE PRISIEETT* Tho defondant Duorrfold la oxcusod. 

m. GIERLZCS: Your Ibnors, thla earning when tho DAS docaaonte 
woro Introduced, I cade & nation to atrlko a cortaln part of tho rocord. 
In tho mcantloo, I havo hcon successful In roach lng an agroanont with 
tho Pronocutlon on that point. Vlth tho poralsslon of tho Tribunal, 

I should llko Kr road that Btlpulatlon and that will dlsposo of tho 
matter for all partlot concerned. 

THE PRES I BE! Tt You cay do that n-w, Dr. GlorllchS. 

US. GIKBLICHS: On 30 April 1948 tho dofonso affiant. Dr. Rudolf 
Scheldt, was cxanlncd and In tho coutbo f tho croBO-oxaclnatlon by tho 
^rotocutlon, he was shewn a doevnont which was earkod for Identification 
as Exhibit 2341. Tho rocord, at pago 13129 of tho transcript, shows 
that tho Prosecution furnished tho witnost a typewritten copy of tho 
do cun on t and statod that tho photostat «f tho -rig Inal was n-t tbon 
available, but as soon as it was avallablo It would bo offerod In 
evidence. In tho typewritten copy which was shown tbo wltnoss, his 
attontlcn was directed to I tee 5 and ho was askod whothor or not tho 

d«cuacnt rofroshod his rooolloctl-n that Vorwcrtchoelo -wod ?arbon 

* * 

68 ,000,000 HM. Sinco tho typewritten copy showod such a roferonco.tho 
witness proeoodod to testify on that assumption. 

Sinco tta dato «f that oxnainatlon tho pVtostat of tho docuoont 
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I 


hccfne arailablo and was offered in erl donee as Exhibit 2341, ML,15269, 

^ * ••-hi r *\ m \ 

in examination of tho photostat Indicates that an orror was nado in copy-? 


lag that document and that the error appoarod In the copy th t was shown ; 

the vitnoas at tho timo of his cross-examination. The Prosocution and 

1 )*!'' 

defonso counsol, in view of tho foregoing, agroo to corroct thq rjocord 

as follows* ' , 

The dccuaont, which has sinco boon offorod in cridonco ns Exhibit 

• \ * - i I * ’• 

2341, ML.15269, shews that Itco 5, ab-ut which tho witnoss was interrogated, 

was in fact an ontry shewing that I^naait A.G. owod Vorwortchaaip m>- 

y • 

pr-ximatoly 68,000,000 HM. The entry which was contained in jtho copy of 
this docunont which was shown the witnoss, naaoly, that V^rwortchcnlO 

• * J. • 

owod Parbon 68,000,000 It e-'nccdcdly in orrer. 

Both tho Prosocution and tho Pofonso agroo, thoroforo, that tho * 
testimony of tho witness nppoaring at pago 13129 of tho trannerdpt rp- 


latinr to this allogod crodit froc Vorwortchooio to Parbon bo stricicon from 
tho rocord, proridod, howovor, that tho Exhibit 2341, MI-15260, ranajn 
in full ferco and offoct as an exhibit in this precooding and that plthor 
party any rofor to tho oontonts of this oxhibit for such purposes ^s may 
soco nocossary to then. 


THE PRISIIHJT: Tho stipulation agrood upon by counsol for tho 
prosocution and tho dofonao Is accoptablo to tho Tribunal and tho rocord 
is now considorod corroctod accordingly. Vo toko it that tho striking of 
tho rocord will not physically occur but that it will bo considorod stricken, 
38. BOSPATT (Counsol for dofondaat Erauch)* Tour Honor, Dr. Boottchor 
roserrod tho right yesterday to consent upon AEbros Exhibit 221 which was 
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lntrxlucod yesterday. In that connection he wan tod to sulolt a do curont on 
bo half of the defendant. I, therefore, offor Irnnch Docxsnont Ho. 157 
which le an affidavit of Dr. Xhsann a> Erauch Exhibit Ho. 210. 

Thie concludes tho presentation of docuaonts on hohalf of Pro- 
fossor Erauch. 

THE PBESinCHT: Thank you, Dr. Ho spat t. lay othor of ccunsol for tho 
Dofonso roody now to prosont tho retaining docisaonts? 

Vo h*/o tho docvBcnts hero boforo us. Soao of thas cay bo In vvidoncji 
end nay not. Vhat about this ?uorgln Ifceuacnt I-rk VIII <-r tho addendvra 
to D'cinont Poofcg 17 and T of tho dofondant Mann or Ifcctncnt 3ook IV of 
tho dofondalt luohne or Ebcicont 24 of Daslc Infornatlon. 

IB. HITS (Counsol for dofondant Euahno)t As for as I know, I In¬ 
troduced all tho docments on bohalf of Dr. lochno. Thoro nay bo an 
error. 

THE PRXSIHSKT: It nay woll bo also that this Is a dupllcnto book 
that I havo boforo no. Horo I woo Just trying to chock on nil of thooo. 

I noy soy to you that It appears fro* tho contonts of Docunont Dook IV 
Euchnc that It contains only two oxhiblts and that they do havo orhlblt 
nvaboro In tho lndoz and I assusc, thoroforo, that this was Just a mnttor 
of supplying a book that perhaps was not available at tho tlno. That, I 
think, was taken caro of. 

DR. HATH* Tos, your Honor. 

THE PHESHEVT: How can anyone speak with roforeneo to tho ethors that 
I nontlonod? Shall I tako thee up again? Is Ik. Sllchor horo? Dr. Sllchoj 
what about this decuncnt , ?aslc Infornatlon, that contains Docunont 24? 
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IE, SILC53: Tour Honor, I offer that when introducing tho Sasic 
Infornation* At that tine I naned all the deftsjso exhibit nuabers, 

THE FSSSIHQfT: Tory wqll. 

IE, SII£HSBi Let no just find out froa tho Secretary Conoral 
what dofanse oxhibite nmbers they aro. At tho soaont I can't find 
out what the defense exhibit nusbere aro. Tho Secretary C-onoral hasn't 
got tho list available at tho noaent but all thoso nuabors havo boon 
road into the record* For haps I can tell you that informally in tho 
offico. 

THS mSIBBPfl Horo is anothor ono I should liko to ask about 
if anyono can toll us. Porhaps Dr. Sorndt con. I havo boforo no a 
docuncnt book, Dogcsch III containing Docuaont Ho. ?9. H*s that boon 
offorod, Itoctor? 

IE. PEBMDT (Counsol for dofondant Mnnn)j I haven't Dogosch 
Itecuaont ?ook III at tho nota^nt. I don't think that thoro Is any ono 
docunont contalnod in that bo^k which was not yot lntroduood. Howovor, 
thoro is a supplootntal roluno to tho Dogosch 3ook as woll os a sup¬ 
plement on bohalf of Mann. That is all I havo, 

THE PEESI 132*7: Vo havo tho sx^plonont on bohalf of tto dofondant 
Mann that you nay offer if you aro noady. 
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D3. BERNDT: Is It in English, your Honor? 

• * • 

IKE PRESIDENT: Tcs, Dr. Berndt. It starts with your document 

Ko. 371. l-=Sjg-- 

DR. BERNDT: Very well. Document 371 will receive exhibit number 
326; document 652, exhibit number 327; docunont 660, oxhibit numbor 328; 
document 656, oxhibit number 329; docunont No. 653, exhibit nunfccr 330; 
docunont number 375, oAibit number 331; document No. 659, exhibit 332 ; 
documortb N 0 . 660, exhibit number 333. 

I have one more docuaent *ich contains an affidavit of ono 
Heinrich H 0 hmann of Buenos Aires *ich has not been translated. This is 
Mann 658. I shell submit it later in tho English translation and it vdll 
rocoivo oxhibit numbor 336. 

Finally, there is a document No. 661, which also has not yet boon 
translated. It is an excerpt from tho "VocUdschcr Boobachtor" datod 
7 October 1939. This will receive exhibit numbor 336. 

WE PRESIDENT: Is that correct? The preceding numbor was 336. 
Have you c 335 out fcneWioro? 

DR. BStNDT: I beg your pardon, your Honor. You are quito right. 
It should bo 335. 

WE PRESIDENT: Thank you. 

DR. BERNDT: Tho Tribunal is not yet in possession of tho indox 
to Document Book Dcgcsch No. III. Has it been translated in tho moantimo 
and is it available to tho Tribunal? 

WE PRESIDENT: Ho do not have — appear to havo it. Dr. Bomdt. 


Wo have ono document, howovor — No. 79. 
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It ia not necessary that you introduce the indox to your document 
book. You cay havo it processed and distributed to our office. It will 
not be necessary to cake any record on an index* 

DR. BZRNDT: Very well. I will Just read the exhibit nunborsi 
Degcsch No. 65 will bo Degcsch Exhibit 56. 

TOE PRESIDENT: Wait a moment. I misunderstood you. I thought 
you were speaking on a case whore the documents woro in cvidcnco but tho 
index had not been supplied. Are these documents that you have not yot 
offered? 

DR. BESiDT: No, I have not yet offered theso documents. They havo 
alroody been approved and they are being translated. 

TOE PRESIDENT: Very wo 11. Now, thoso aro Dogosch documents. 

DR. BESNDT: Yes. Dogosch Document N 0 . 65 will bo come Exhibit 56 ; 
Document 66 will bocooe Exhibit 57; Document 67 will bocooo Exhibit 58; 
Document No. 68, Exhibit N o. 59; Document No. 69, Exhibit No. 61 bccauso 
another document. No. 72 is already In evidence under No. (fi . 

Document N o. 73 will havo exhibit number 62. Document N o. 80 
will rocoivo oxhiblt number 63. Document No. 74 will become Exhibit No. 64. 
Document Ho. 75 will bcccno Exhibit No. 65. Document N 0 . 76 will become 
Exhibit No. 66; Document N e . 77, E*hihit 67; Document N 0 . 78, Exhibit 68; 
Document No. 79, Exhibit 69, Document No. 91, Exhibit N o. 70; Document 
No. 82, Exhibit N 0 . 71; Document N<>. 83, Exhibit No. 72; Documont No. 84, 
Exhibit No. 73; Documont No. 85, Exhibit 74. 

I shell hand these documents to tho See rotary ^noral. 

This, 1 think, concludes the presentation of documents on behalf 
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of tor Mcer, Mann and Dcgeach, 

THE PRESIDENT: I wish you would, however. Doctor, chock with 
roapoct to Dogcsch Docuaent 79' end sake sure when you havo an opportunity 
ea to whether it ia In evidence. 

I an sorry; that ia one you Juat callod. That ia, 79 ia now 
your Docuaent 69. 

DR. BERNDT: lea, your Honor. Docuoor* No. 79 will bo Exhibit 69. 

THE PRESIDENT: ?ory well. Now we arc still in a bit of doubt 
with roforonce to ftjergin Docuaent Book Vin. Ia that in evidence? 

DR. DIX: lour Honors, cy collcaguo Giorlicha haa inforaod mo 
about tho reasons which led to the failure to rulo upon tho quoation 
whothor according to tho rocord of tho 17th of Scptaabcr 194,5 tho 
dofondant S c hnitz wea referred to Ordnanco No. 1 by tho interrogation 
itoich had tho following conaoquoncos. At tho accent thoao rocorda nro 
not before no. I auhoit that tho ruling read by Judgo Morria should bo 
ro-oxaainod after roading thoao reccrda. At any rato, I ocant that »*ion 
caking ay atatecont bofore. 

I think that of nocosaity ono oust condudo that. I think now 
tho ruling haa to bo reconsidered bocauso of that now fact of tho proof 
ca it ia aado by the record and by tho witnesses I named. 

Aftorwarda I have ccoc to ngroceont with Mr. Sprochor, according 
to ftiich tho text of this record ia correct although it had boon submit tod 
from a copy. I also agreed with M r . Sprochor that it will bo auporfluoua 
to hear any witnesses; but still outstanding ia a ruling from you 
about tho following fact: Does this not change — may I continuo? — 
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does this not change the conditions upon itiieh the ruling is based which 
was announced by Judge Morris. 

Judge Morris expressly stated that Dix did not prove that Ordnance 
No. 1 was known to M r . S c heitz. It has not been proven that his testimony 
was cade in a casual connection with and undor the influence of that 
Ordnanco — ergo, it is denied. As a proof I referred to tho witnesses 
and tho record. I should like the Tribunal to docido upon that notion. 

I shall sulxnit another notion oo thoro will bo no doubt and so that tho 
record bo sottled properly. y 
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THE PRESIDENT: Of course, counsel will understand that when the 
Tribunal rules on a motion it rules in the light of the record as it was 
at the tine the notion was filed and to the factual situation that exist¬ 
ed at the tine which the notion is directed. In order to keep the record 
straight. Dr. Dix, you had fcost prepare a new nation and raise your ques¬ 
tion directly in the light of the record as it now exists, and present 
your situation in that manner. 

DR. R. DIX: Yes, I shall do that now. Your Honor. 

THE PRESIDENT: Now, gentlemen, aro there any other ^embers of tho 
Defenso counsel staff that have any furthor roeord to make in thia case 
by way of presenting any additional exhibits? 

DR. SUCKER: Mr. Prosident, I merely wanted to stato that baalo in¬ 
formation under "2 J," will bear Exhibit No. 277. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you, Doctor. 

DR. SILCHER: Moreover, I an Just told that Dr. Bchubert haa been 
informed and that he will appear horo shortly to introduce the Buergin 
document book which is before you. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you very much. 

DR. X3TER (Counsel for Gajowski): Your Honor, ay colleague. Dr. von 
Motzler, introduced Document Gajowski No. 85 aa the last exhibit on bo- 
hrlf of Dr. Gajewski. .it that time it had not boon ascertained what ex¬ 
hibit number was to bo assigned to that document. In the moantimo wo 
have reached an understanding with the Secretary General according to 
which this document Gajewski 85 will bo come Gajewski Exhibit 82, 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you. 
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DR. XZYER: Then I have tether setter to put before this Tribunal. 
In the session of Friday, the 3Cth, the Prosecution introduced Rebuttal 
Beck No. 1, Prosecution Document Book 92. Contained therein are Exhib¬ 
its 2155, 2156 and 2157 which refer to the defendant Gajawski or the re¬ 
lationship between Fsrben and DAG. In the course of the examination of 
the Defense witness Dr. Schmidt by the Prosecution, which occurred later 
that same morning, these three documents were put to the witness as ex¬ 
hibits. A nueber of questions were put in connection with these docu¬ 
ments. On the basis of the notion which was by Dr. Gajawski's Defense on 
Monday, 3 May, handed to the President, those three oxhibits woro again 
stricken from the record. Consequently, it is our opinion that these ex¬ 
hibits should neither be allowed to rest as the basis for Schmidt's exam¬ 
ination. Por that reason we would like to notion to strike tho questions 
and answers from the record referring to those documents. 

THE PRESIDENT: Counsol, I think I should say to you that tho motion 
which we sustainod with respoct te Prosecution's Exhibits 2155, 2156 and 
2157 only went to the extont that wo struck then out of tho evidonco so 
far as they wore offered as separate rebuttal documents. That motion 
would not go so far as to affect the use of those affidavits in propor 
cross-examination. UA unless there is some other, and good, reason why 
the cross-oxamination should be stricken, there is no conflict in the 
position of the Tribunal. 

May I again inquire. Dr. Siccers, did you completo tho introduction 
of your documents?....We will pernit you to do so now. 

DR. SdiERS: I should liko to correct a mistake which occurred 
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before the r.oon recess. At the end of Document Book 10 I introduced Doc¬ 
ent 213 as Exhibit 218, which wes an affidavit of Iudwigs. I did not 
intend to offer this affidavit and I should like to withdraw it. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very weU. 

DP.. SIEMERS: I shall now offor the other documents whidh, as I 
said this norning, refer to the answer of the Swiss national Koechlin to 
ay questionnaire. The day before yesterday I received that reply from 
him. The questionnaire was Exhibit 214 and I shall now offer the reply 
as well as the questionnaire in itsolf as Docunent 189 f Exhibit 214. On 
the sixth of May, 1948, I received tho original docuaont from Major 
Schaefor and I as now able to put it before the Tribunal. Tho question¬ 
naire is already known to the Proaocution bccaoao it is includod in the 
document bcok. Kith tho permission of the Tribunal, I shall only road 
the reply to Question No. 8. Tho question reads: 

"Q. How do you generally Judge Dr. von Schnitslcr's personality, 
in view of his position abroad and in view of tho framework of inter¬ 
national negotiations?" 

" w Ho was placed into a position and into responsibilities to 
which he could not do Justico. Ho was a little too superficial and ho 
did not sometimes penetrate the subject mattor deeply enough. For that 
reason ho did not in every respect cope with all tho matters involved 
and he was in many cases influenced by external matters." 

I shall ask that the next two sentences — 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Sieaers, I aa very sorry but you are doing vio¬ 
lence to e rule which wo imposed upon your associates and who accepted it 
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in very fine grace. The rule was that at this stage of the trial we would 
permit you to give your document numbers*and your exhibit numbers only, 
and that we would not listen to explanations or statements as to the con¬ 
tents of the documents. I believe you should comply with that rule also. 

DR. SEatERS: I beg your pardon. Your Honor. I understood the de¬ 
cision of the Tribunal to pean that tho contents of theso docunents may 
be referred to inaafar as they havo not been translated. This would as¬ 
sist the Prosecution, who haven't got the documents before than. 

THE PRESIDED: We will give them time to examine the documents and 
an opportunity to make their showing. Just let us have your document 
numbers and your exhibit nuabors now, and that will suffice. 

DR. SEVERS: Documont 189 will become Exhibit 214. 

Document 220 will become Exhibit 219, a letter of tho same Swiss 
national, Koechlin, 24 October, 1940, addressed to Dr. von Schnitzler, 
with reference to collaboration with Frossard. 

Document Ho. 221 will become Exhibit 219— 

THE PRESIDENT: 220, Doctor; Document 221 would bo your Exhibit 220. 

DR. SJEUERS: I beg your pardon, Your Honor. I think that occurrod 
as a result of my mistake this morning. 

Document 220 should be cocao Exhibit 218. 

THE PRESIDENT: 213 was your exhibit 218; that is a withdrawn docu¬ 
ment but it will still keep its nucbor. Your Document 220 is Exhibit 219. 
221 is Exhibit 220. 

DR. s mira s» 221 will be Exhibit 220, a letter of Director Schwab, 
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who was a witness here, of 6 October, 19391 

Document Mo. 222, Exhibit No. 221, a letter of the Plenipotentiary 
for the Four Year Plan, Gross, of 7 May 1942. This document concerns 
Wtnnica. 

Then comes Document 223, which was offered for identification with 
the number 182. Now it will recoive No. 182. Those aro further excerpts 
from the interrogation record of Dr. von Schnitzlor by Mr. Sprecher of 
18, 19, 20 and 22 February. These are the excerpts which I already put 
to the witness Wolffso'.in during his cross-examination. Documents No. 

224 will receive Exhibit No. 222. This is an excerpt from an English 
book which concerns tbo legality of the Vichy Government. 

Document 225 will become Exhibit 223. This is a statement by Dr. 
Gustav Kuepper, who is knawn to the Tribunal as a witness. It deals with 
the same quostion which was dealt with this morning by the witnosa 
Haefliger. 

This will conclude tho presentation of qy documents. 

THE PRESUJF21T: Thai* you, Doctor. 

HR. SPRECHER: Hr. President, I think I can dispose of tho only 
document I know of as of this moment which we will want to presont before 
Your Honors by caking a vory short statement. It relates directly to tho 
three excerpts which Dr. Siccers Just mentioned. 

THE PRESIDENT: Vory well. . 

HR. SPRECHER: Dr. Sieaers has put in the beginning of tho first in¬ 
terrogation which I conducted of the defendant von Schnitaler. Wo would 

like to put in the rest of that whole interrogation, the first 
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interrogation of Dr, von Schnitzler in Nurnberg, and w will continue in 
that dociment with the place from where Dr. Sieaors left off. In that 
interrogation Dr. von Schnitzler describes to ne at some length this 
wholo question which Dr. Sienera has now gone into this coming, and— 

TKB PPSSIDSNT: *fc should like to have, Ur. Sprocher, the document 
number and the exhibit nurf>er. That is what we ere very anxious to get, 
and that is Aout all we want now. You ero falling in tho sano habit we 
had with Dr. Siecors. If you are in the position to tell us tho document 

number end tho exhibit nuafcer, it will be admitted. I>ope the other 
gentlecon will profit by tho otaaplo we are trying to establish hero. 

UR. SPR3CKER: I can't give you the NI nunber. 

THE PRESIDENT: 7ory well. 

UR. SPRSCHER: But I wanted to reserve the exhibit nusbor and put 
it in this connection, a«i I did this bocauso Your Honors have oontionod 
that when excerpts from a document aro offered the other party can nors>- 
ally offer aaao s»rc. So that would become Prosecution EAibit 2265. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you very much. 
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COURT VI, CASS VI 

DR. SCHUcEtT, for the defendant Buergin: Your Honors, I was just 
info rood that the Tribunal expects of mo the presentation of onu more 
docuaent book. Yesterday, I introduced the two docuaent books, one of 
which was Docuaent Book 8, which is obviously before tho Tribunal now, 
in its translation. 

When I did that yea tor day I gave exhibit numbers to all of the doc¬ 
ument numbers. I only rosorved the right yosterday to submit one more 
document, but that document I shall not submit today. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you, very much. Now are thope Any aoro docu¬ 
ments to be presented to this Tribunal by the Prosecution or by any of 
counsel for the Dofense? 

This is a raro occasion, tho like of which has not occurrod ainco 
tho 27th of .oigust, 1947, gentlemen. 

Dr. Schucert, thero is a little uncertainty in our minds about what 
you meant to cay. Do you cxpoct to prosont rnothor document lator? 

DR. SCHUBERT: No, 

THE PRESIDENT: Vory well. 

Well, now, gentlemen, thero are a numbor of things to which your 
attention should bo dirocted. I may say to you that tho Tribunal has 
concluded that notwithstanding that oral arguments aro schodulod to begin 
on June 2, tho Tribunal oxpocts to bo in session at 9:30 o'clock on the 
day before, - Juno 1st, - to ontcr whatovor formal orders may bo necoss- 
ary to officially closo tho record on tho evidonco in this caso. 

Ploaao understand that that is not to receive new or additional ev¬ 
idence, but I shall now enumerate a nunber of things that nay properly bo 
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the subject of setae action at that time. For example, tfcero were interro¬ 
gatories submitted by certain of counsel for tho Defense with respect to 
a Prosecution witness. 

lou will remember they were sent to Poland to be answered. If thoso 
interrogatories arrive, and are on file on or before June 1, they will be 
nade a part of the record in this case. If they have not arrived by that 
tine, and it is apparent that thoy are not going to be available within 
tine, we shall then comply with the announcement that wo made and strike 
from the evidence tho Prosecution's Exhibit to which tbrfse interrogatories 
would be expected to roleto. That is one thing. 

Certain evidence is being procured in Switzerland now, on bohalf of 
the Defense. We would ocpoct, on June 1, to formally mako that ovidenco 
a part of the record in this caso if it is available at that tine. 

Another thing that wo intonded to call to your attention was tho 
possibility of a stipulation between counsol for tho Prosooution and the 
Defenso with respect to the tlno tho defendants havo boen in confinement. 
If in the meantime you can work out that stipulation, you may placo it 
on filo or givo it to u*. Otherwise we will roccivc that stipulation on 
June 1st. 

We expect also on Juno 1 to enter a coaprehonsivo order embracing 
many of the procoodings had beforo tho Cotxxissionors who havo acted for 
tho Tribunal, in the record of these proceedings. 

Those are all of tho matters that I think of at this time. Just a 

nascent. Now thoro is another mattor has arisen. Tho Dofonse introduced 

in ovidenco an affidavit of Professor Richard Bioling. The Prosecution 
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has asked to cross-examine that witness. We learned from an informal 
co^Xerenco with counsel that the witness is unable to come to Nurnberg. 
The Tribunal has suggested that cross-exaaLnation of this witness be 
conducted at Marburg where he lives on Saturday May 15, unless by reason 
of scoething unanticipated, that dato is not satisfactory. 

If counsel who aro concerned about this oattor will make the ar¬ 
rangement a to have that crois-ojtftalnation conducted at Marburg, and the 

transcript on file on or before June 1, we shall incorporate it into the 

% 

record in this case also. I may say to you that a large' nuabor of docu¬ 
ments have been offerod by eounsol for the Dofense here, without copies 
being presently available to tho Prosecution. 

We think that scoo tiao ought to bo fixed, not too far distant, whon 
tho Prosecution may filo whatever notions it desiros to file with refei'- 
enco to the adnissibility of those documents. 

How soon, Mr. Prosecutor, can you dotoraine whothor you do wish to 
file any such notion, and let's fix the tiao now? 

MR. SPRSCHER: Mr. President, it depends on when wo get tho transla¬ 
tion pertly, and I can say this, that I do not think wo intond to mako 
any objections as to ihethor or not any of thoso documents are propor in 
our rebuttal. Our objections will be on othor grounds. I do not anti¬ 
cipate that thore will bo many, but until we know the nature of thoso 
documents by having copies of the translation, wo would like to havo the 
time fixed in terms of the tiao when the translations havo como to us. 

THE PRESIDENT: What do you suggest would be reasonable in that re¬ 
gard? 14362 
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UP.. SPEECHES?: He «re aonewhat overwhelmed at this point, and we 
would like to have a week's tine to try to collect all of those miscel¬ 
laneous documents which have gone in In theso last days, and then at¬ 
tempt to consolidate, perhaps, in one notion, the whole natter, so as to 
save ourselves core difficulties of reference, of which wo heve enough 
already. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. Then please undertake to do that, and 
sond your action through processing in due course. I nay say to you that 
with rospect to a notion which was called to our attention this morning, 
but which we navo not yet received, - it was filed by Dr. Wahl and Dr. 

Dix, - if wo get these notions that aro still outstanding, the Tribunal 
can, without waiting for Juno 1, pass on then by entering an ordor and 
filing it with tho Secretary General. Wo will expect to do that as 
speedily as possible because we realize that you should have that infor¬ 
mation bofore you proparo your argunonts and your briofs, if wo can give 
it to you. So as to whatever notions are ponding, or may bo fllod, tho 
Tribunal will undertake to pass on thorn in advanco of Juno 1 as much as 
possible, so that you can have tho benefit oftho Tribunal's ruling. 

Now wo have servo information to the of feet that Judgo Crawford will 
not ha available tomorrow. Aro there somo Coaoissionors' hearings Sched¬ 
uled for tomorrow, gentlemen? 

UP.. SPEECHES?: I had understood, Ur. President, that wo had more than 
congested the Coeniesionors' schedule and that tomorrow was to bo complete¬ 
ly filled* 
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THE PRESIDENT: IT we knew the names of the witnesses to be interro¬ 
gated before the Commissioner tomorrow, we would at this time entor an 
order transferring those hearings to Ur. Uulroy instead of Judge Crawford. 

UR. 3PR3CHER: I will have to check with Ur. Amehan who has been 
working on supervising the Coccission work for the Prosecution. 

THE PRESIDENT: Could you do that Ur. Sprecher? 

UR. S’RSCEBRs If wo. could take about 5 or 10 minutes recess, Ur. 
President, wo could caplote that rooord? 

Yes, Ur. President, we will certainly try to reach t&n. 

THE PRESIDENT: In tho meantime, gentlemen, pleaao try to recall if 
there ia anything furthor that ought to be considered by tho Tribunal be^ 
fore we recess permanently, that ia, until Juno let. *o will riae for 
about 10 or 15 minutea end aave 15 minutoa to clean up anything that may 
be suggoated to us. The Tribunal will now riae. 

(Tribunal in recosa until 1615 hours) 

I 
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TH2 IL'JiSH/.Ls the Tribunal is apain in session. 

DH. 5DDCLF DU: Icur Honors, acc«.rdinrc to the request of the 
tribunal I have cade a stipulation with kr. Sprecher which I havo 
boferc nc and which is signed by both of us. It is a list ab«*ut tho 
length of the arrest of all of the defendants. I an handing then to 
the Secretary General. I havo already ude in writing tho notion 
which 1 discussed before and which I don't havo to repeat. 

THE HRLSIEEHT: Hew, will tho Secrctaiy ploaso s<ju that tho atipu 
latirn with reference to the first natter ten tic nod b^ Dr. Dix — that 
is t*ie pori.'d of tino that the sovurol defendants have bom confined, 
is distributed U the Tribunal. Vo should each like to havo in our 
file* a copy cf that stipulation. As b: the other natter. Dr. Dix, 
as seen as yiur notion is available to bo distributed to us wo shall 
f-iv .1 cousidcrsti:n to it alone with whatever response tho proa.MUti<>n 
has to mice- and undertake to pivc yoi t docision by an ordar .if tho 
Tribunal bof ere tho tiau of tho ar*.uixnt, and as ouch befurn as wo 
possibly can, 

Wh SyH£CHlH: Mr. President, the rfl nunber for Prosecution's exhibit 
2265, which I Just rw.nUc.ncd recently, is HI 15100 and I an handiax 
tbi exhibit iever tu the Secretory Goncrala t the present tinu. Thurr 
sUll has to bo chocking apainst tho roc -rd and I hope wo con with.lruw 
it for thet purposu. 

TFK PIffSIDIVT: ill ripht. That is HI 15300, Prosecution's oxhlbit 

2665. 

VR. SfWCHtE: '/os, Mr. President. 

THE ?R SiDPff: Thank ynu. 
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HI. SPRLCKHH: Hew, Mr. President, the tqaediatc load onthc ennuission- 
er for tcarrrow has been senewhat by virtue of tho fact that five 
nero imatc affidavits have been withdrawn in the last few uinutes, and 
that l<eves, so far as we know, ob<-ut fear people who arc in tfutmbcrc, 
at the neoent althou*^ there wero e few aoro that h.;d been asked for 
pursuant to the elder requests that we had nadc, as I said, up t*. 
last week, ^herofon. we would like to request that insofar os any 
of th-.se persons idio were previously cskod for should arrive 
in Nuemtor^.or bo present in Nue-rnborc, they could bq, heard bafore 
G oaJ.ssionor *>'ulr ly as they could have been heard before Coonisaionor 
Crawford if ho were not otherwise occupied. 

Tift FRESIOJfr: You don't have their rwios. 

lit. SPnTCh-Si: I have the nnaus of su&j of then but 1 think thcru 
is 83So otlior persons as we are infortMx! thnt they are oithcr hero 
or nny cote. 

'flit. rfOSIDfc'fT: The cnly difficulty in the nattor, and purhepa that 
is net insurmountable, is the fact thet there is outs tending; an onl«ir 
thnt until th<* further order of the Tribunal, Judt-o Crawford would 
act as comissionjr. New, if an nay have no oisundcratandine about tho 
subject, tho Tribunal is ready to say on tho record new that thu oxa- 
ninatlma that »^ro tc have been conducted before Judpc Crawford 
tenwrew, 12 k^y, will instead be cfr.duct<xi before Ur. Uulrty, tho 
ether cccsrtsai ncr, because Judvc Crawford will not be available 
acccrdinK to <ur inf motion. N< w, if yen* will all take note of that 
wo will nake that order without specifically naming tho witnusso3 to 
bo exaoinod because we are not presently advised as to who nay cr nay 
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not be available. So let that be understood please. New, end thin-* 

• • 

further. Tecorrow a examination of the witnesses before tho 
Tribunal will bo then end of that Batter. You nay have tho benefit of 
all the cacaerination that can be conducted by the comissionur within 
the regular prccribod hours for court for tomorrow. Those that havo 
not boon cooplcto i will be dispensed with. Is that cloar to uvcryb>ty. 
Now chat, of ceurso, does not include the special examination at karburg 
about which we spoke just beforo the aft** moon recess. That is an 
exception. y 

DR. fFXT?: Your Honors, this or min# you uado a ruling with respect 
to hxhibit 1715. Decunent NI 12l4»*2. This is Dr. Tondos' affidavit 
Ycu knew that th*. sick reports which aro mentioned in that document woro 
miss in*-. You have cade a ruling according to which the docuuent wus 
to bo stricken unless the sick report* can be nado availablo. You nro 
awuro that these sick rcprrts hare been f'Airol. Tho day boforo yost*.nlay 
you put it to the Prosecution and tgrCclf to anko a stipulation as to tho 
uso*c C'i these ixp -rts. When making tor cocmunts the day boforo yesterday 
I 07presscd that I considered it extraordinary important that tho 
•ribunol road these sick reports because they contain tho contrary of 
whrt tho Prosecution asserts hero, at least in ny opnicn. I was 
prepared to cgroc upon a stipulation with the Prosecution as to tha 
contants »f th so sick reports. I handed this stipulation to Kr. 
Minskoff asking hiu to ascertain wlnither this was in accordance with 
his view and Mother tl.is stipulation correctly represents tho 
contents of these sick pors'ns, so that tho Tribunal nay at least 
be inferred tf thoir contents. 
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Mr. liinakoff Just now told no that the Prosecution, according t<‘ -ho 
ruling of the Trilwnal, was not obligated to subalt these ruports. ho 
said that they were only obligated tc pxvcuro the sick reports an«l brln* 
then to ay notice. I don't believe that that was the sense uf thu 
nilajif which was aade by the Tribunal. I should like to have your 
decisirn. *rc tho sick reports to be aadc part of the Tribunal's 
record? Are they to be used as an attactfnunt tc Exhibit 1715, or is 
the stipulation which I proposed to be a. ir part of the record or is 
there to bo a changed stipulation, accordinf to tho p/rsccutien's 
view that those sick reports should bo made part of the Tribunal's 
rocurd? 

'iW- FfCSIDF:/?: Just a accent. Poybo wo can dispose cf this unttor 
before the recess tine anyway. Iho Tribunal understood that those sick 
reports had been c*lo available — that thoy had arrivod fr«c Poland 
or forever thoy wore. Tie do not take it that tho Prosecution 
is under any obliatim to sake those sick reports ovidcnco in this 
ease. But Dr. Nclto nay do so if ho thin*» that thoy conploto his 
shcwlnv with resect to the affidav.t of tho witness. Urrior tho rulo 
that wore part of a docunont is offeree' and aero of it is available 
tc tho Opposing counsel, ho nay offor th« bait ted parts. Wo understood 
that th« practical problcu nc wore concerned about was the majpiltudo 
of the processing Job — that these documents wero quite voluminous and 
that it would Isp-vu an unduo burdca. It was that that prompted 
us to surest tho possibility of a stipulation. Of course there is 
no obligation upon counsel to a^rcc tc s stipulation that is not 
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acceptable for hin. In that connection ycu gentlemen Hatc been very 
voiy holpAil in many instances in solving problems of that kind, all 
of vhich convinces the Tribunal that this roc os s that is just ahead 
of us perhaps is not to soon. Apparently your nerves aro such that you 
can t very woll doal on those subjects any no re. But be that as it Bay, 
Dr. h ult«, you nay offer these sick reports in evidence at this time 
if you wish tc do so. But the original in the hands of the Secretary 
General and if it is necessary to burdon the Prosecution's staff to 
translate and n i a u u^raph the itfiolo document, that wil^ Just have to bu 
done. If, in thj u»-an tine, under the relaxation j>f a recess, you 
gentlemen can aproo upona stipulation, that will savo tine of the proau- 
cuticn's staff for your arguounts sne briefs. It would porhapn pr«x>ito 
tho best interests of all conccmc«V khat docuaont number would you 
like to have thoso sick rcprrts boar. Dr. riclto, and what oxhibit nunbor? 
Wo will place then in the record and nakc then a part of the evidence 
am. then yu nay have thon processed. In tho ncantina, as I say, if 
you gontlnncn can work cut scoo sirplc stipulation that will rcliuvo 
tho cdninistrativj side of this agency, I an suro they will appreciate 
it anJ ycu will .pot the benefit of it in olitclo better sorvace in 
your arrunants and briefs. 

l*H. XIHSXOFY: Perhaps, Hr. President, they can be dacncd u&nced 

in ovidcnco without go inf through tho nacossaiy pr cessing and give 

it the osliibit nuubor in evidence instead of identification, 

TKL PffiSXBKMYr Dr. Noltc is entitled to have then, undor the roles, 

processed, if the probltn can not be not s<oo other way. Lot than 
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havt a Uoc jaep.t anJ exhibit purser now. I take it on behalf of tho 
defendant Hoerlion, and plaood 
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In the Secretary General's files and than for. Neltc, if yc*i and counsel 
far the prosecution can not work out Scajthinr with reference bo 
a stipulation or an agre_acnt, kindly advise the Secretary Qurteral that 
you wish to haVo feAu documents processed end wo will got then in <luo 
Course. Khat docUAi&t raiabor do y<u wish tho sick reports tc boar, 

Dr. Melto? 

Die. 1KLTB: exhibit Hocrlcin Ui3. 

PFSSILCffT: Do ypu rcoccbc-r what your last document outer — 
it doesn't noko much difference. You can five it any-arbitrary Jocumont 
nunbor. 

DH. fC_L7£: Docuamt Nunbor 215. 

Hid PReSILu'rfT: Thank you. Docuixnt 215, Exhibit Ui3> on baholf 
of the def.-ndunt Hocrlicn, is new in ovidancc, and we lcavo it to 
counsel to work jut the problon of tho processing. If thuy ccn not 
agree it nay bo processed in due courso. 

DR. NFLTE: Mew, Your Honors, there is a last natter. Document 
He rloin 79, Exhibit 71, was an affidavit of Dr. Karl Kooning. I 
have cff.Tcd this document in Hoerloin's presentation of cviduico and 
tho Prosecution voiced cortain nisrivings is to scou parts ana to a loo 
of tho formlati- ns contained in that affidavit. I nay recall that 
this affidavit was a confirmation of Dr. Koenig's interrogation by 
counsel for the Prosecution* In accordance with a surgostion of the 
1 rlbunal, I ask<xl Dr, Koenig to firm late tho material centanta of 
his frrter affidavit as I considered it proper and as I considered It 
to be a iiissiblt. 
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Therefore I should like to withdrew Hojrlein document 79 and cub statute 
it with this other document, Hoerlcin 79, which is to boar the same 
Exhibit Haber 71. 

THE FUFSWUrT: That will be confusing. Let's give tho new docuuont 
Document Number 216 and E hibit Number 11*1* and tho record xaiy shew 
that D<>cuncnt 79, Exhibit 71, Hccrlein is withdrawn from evidence. 

Diu NLLTE: Very well. 

DR. SITVeBS: lour Honors, I should like to refer you to two nattirs. 
On 29 April, whwn intrbducine uocuuont bo<>k 2, I made a motion to 
reconsider tho fcnxr decision of tho Tribunal with respect to my 
noti.ui of 2d August and 2 Srptenbor 19l*7, according to which all tho 
Schnitzlcr a ffi'Uvita arc to bo denied becauso they have boon written 
under duress und because the testi m o n y is basod up<«n the roforonco 
to tho Control C xincil Law according to which every Ocraan war obliged 
to f.ivc infermatiwi. This lottcr is proven by ny document. Exhibit 
28, Docununt Number 26. For tho rrcirc, I any recall that this 
motion of nine is still cutstanding. 1 aeon the motion where I ask->d 
the tribunal to r ic*«sidcr the fomr notion. I assuuo that the 
tribunal is not yat roady and not yet prupared to tiocids on this matter 
because this waning there was still evidence on this point ttftich 
has not yet been co^lctcd. 

Socond end last, I should like to recall that this morniiv, I askei 
to call tho thwr witness. Dr. Hgm.r, if pcssiblc, before this 
Tribunal in this very ccurtrcco. You, Tour Honors, said that this 
quosticn was to be postponed and that we weru going to see whether 
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there would .bo scoo tine for that tosarrewr. For the *sako of orderly 
pn'coduro I pay Just rocall that tc ycxtr Hind in order that uy request 
bo not forgotten. * *y 

x J •- • t * 

11J: ?Jt5^iaiVr: ' Jc had hoped that porhaps during tho day r.o ni*ht 

fine.-tine V' permit you to acaainc Dr. EL«ncr and if it was a natter 

*’*' .. ... •• - . ... ' .. . 
of Justr bearing DrV ll^ncr .wo ni?ht‘sit. juryrrow /or that, purpose. 

But it new appears also that it id likely that the 'Proicouti-.n nay 

haw. soco witnesses to produce in connoctinn with the saao natter and tho 

Tribunal n.w refers to interroration <-f Dr. Ilgncr and any tustluv-ny 

that tho Prosecution nay wish to offer in connection with the a bM. 

nattor, to thu c'laiasioncr who will hoar ynu during the tine thu 

Tribunal is in recess at such tine ua >uu arc ready to present It. 

DH. SlUnaSi I u ay aisunc Ycur Honors that I will be in a 

position to sufcoit further cate rial b-jfon. the comissioner Scalin': 

with the sane subject as for as Jt is necessary in connection r»ith 

the Prosocution's presentation. Naturally I shall only c ntinuc 

nyst.lf to the subject. 

Vtt. FRESIIfcNTi That is ccrroct. Yiai nay suppleoont the tustinony 
of Lr. ll/;nnr with any other evidence that you have that is uvr.ilablo 
that bears on t.i*t subject and the sane applies to the prrwccution. 

You will not, of course, expect a ruling, on y>~ur notion while that 
aattor is undi-r c jnsidcrati.*n because we should like to have the 
benefit »f the whole picture before- vc pass on tho notion. 

r>a. S1.IBL: Year Honors, twe very brief natters. The Secretary 
General wqs kind oneu^h to point cut to no that in the presentation 
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of clccuctnta on behalf of the defendant Duorrfeld, one doeun-sit 
airier hus been nsoJ twice in the presentation of oxhibits. I should 
like to correct that errer hen tar the record and ask the Tribunal to 
take due notice of it. In Document Book Humber Ik on behalf uf tho 
defendant Ducirfold cn pa^o 121 the dccu-sont runber 1253 is to be chan- 
Eod to Number U$U. Exhibit 15b should bear the Document MUMbur 125b. 

THE PRESjDFVT: Very well. 

DR. ST.IDL: Tho second pcint is tho following. The Proaocution, cs 
I was infonced, introduced a rebuttal docuoont yesterday. Exhibit Nua- 
l»r 2262. The Mi zaiober is 15299. This is an affidavit of one Herbert 
Unpur. In this affidavit reference is made to two further documents 
which wero offered for identification only. I should like to ask tho 
Tribunal to infern nr within what per id of tine we have the ri ht to 
object tc that rebuttal docaocnt and whet ti&i we havo to substabtiato 
thet rhjucti: □. Until the present I havo had no opportunity 
to l*>'<k at these tw, documents which are being reforrort to. I think 
that tho Tribunal will desire t written subetantiation of any objection. 

TVK PRESIDENT s That is correct. Dr. Soldi- After all it is u matter 
cf txiro pressing concern to jru than it is at this time to tho 
tribunal because naturally you will expect to have a rtlirv; as woll in 
advunev of yoir argument and briefly as pxesiblc. May I scy to you 
th—t if you will pot it in Just as proc^>tIy as ycu can under tho cir¬ 
cuits tine os we will try tc bo equally as preset in ruling on your oim 
notion. 

LR. UmSKOFTi 'Jr. President, in c<nnoction with this problem thurc. 
is o te-chnical problem and if any^y.ctljn is made to that wo mi/rtit try 
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tc fcuet' it rinht off. The two documents reforred to arc rebuttal 
documents and have been given NI rambera and have been p la cod with the 
General Secretary where it la available to Defense as well as Prosecu¬ 
tion. 7x docuLv_nt introduced in evidence which was referred tc is 
a certification of th. contents of the two NI numbers. Now, if the 
cbjoction runs tc the fact that the two b*slc NI documents havo n.-.t been 
introduces in evi lance they can bo introduced if the defense wishes us 
to process tliuse also. 

Wi. SEIDLj kt tho cement I can not decide as to what matter ;«r 
objection is to be directed because I sir*>ly haven't seen the documents 
yet. Exhibit 2262 is an affidavit which not only confines itself to 
a certification but which, in reality, elso contains a very unu-sided 
interpretation of th.se two documents. 

m pa.SIDKVr: Well, Dr. Soldi, it will suffice to say that you 
should prepare y-'ur motion as soon as you have familiarised y-.urs«>lf 
with the docuatats, if you desire to prosont the matter. Gentlemen 
unless thoro is s .nothing further to bo said this Tribunal is about 
to recess until Juno 1. 

DTI. N>LT£: I beg y<*ir pardon lour Hon'TS. The Prosecution with 
rcspoct to thu of fixlavits of Dr. Kooning, has told mo that they nad lookoo 
through then and too/ pointed out tu do that in cnc paragraph, that 
is question number 10 on page 8, a new fact is boing discussed which 
was net centalnj'l in the loracr affidavit. Tho third paragraph of 
tho tenth question on page 8 will net be introduced by mo in ord'ir that 
thore nay bo no conflicts between the prosocutirn and nysolf. 
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W* P55I0EXT: The record will so show, Oentlunbn, this Tribunal 
is iww in reccsa until 0930 o'clock cn 1 Juno 
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Under directives of Unitod States Military Tribunal No. 6, 
tostlnoay of witnesses listed.below was required to be taken boforo 
the undersigned Corxilss loner. Pursuant thereto the said Coroissioner 
has cocduoted hearings at which the following witnessos have Ailly 
testified* ' ’ , ; 


Mare of Witness 


Of floUlJTrMai cript 


fl April 191*8 
9 April 191*8 
12 April 192j8 

12 April 191*8 

13 April 191*8 
lL April 191*6 A 

15 April 191*8 

16 April 19l<8 

19 April 191*8 

20 April 191*6 

20 April 191*8 

21 April 191*8 
21 April 191*8 
23 April 191*8 A 

28 April 191*8 
26 April 1918 

26 April 191*8 

27 April 19 1£ 

29 April 191*8 

29 April 191*8 4 

30 April 191*8 

29 April 19l£ A 

30 -pr11 1918 
30 April 191*. 

5 Uy 191*8 A 

6 l ay 191* 

3 W-y 191*8 
3 May 191*8 

3 Uy 19 LB A 
1* hay 191* 

1* Lay 191*6 
1* May 191* 

1* May 191*8 

5 May 191*8 

6 Lay 191*8 A 

7 May 191*8 
10 May 191*8 
10 Lay 191*8 
10 May 19L8 

10 Lay 191*8 A 

*1 May 191* 

11 May 1918 
11 May 191*8 
11 Lay 19LB 
10 May 1918 


Aaltor Mariisont 
Kurt Krueger 
Karl Weber 
Paula Ester 
Ernst Struss 
Christian Zahn 


10875-10907 
11128-11163 
11165-11175 
11177-11199 
11293-11358 
HIM-111*90 
11587-11612 
11706-11723 
11827-1181*1 
1181 * 2-11860 
11861-11878 
12098-12128 
12129-1211*0 
12337-12370 

12707-12777 
121*61-12108 
12500-12512 
12598-12621 

12871-12909 

12910-12953 

13075-13092 

129514-12960 

13065-13075 

13093-13133 

13620-13629 

13651-13719 

1321*6-13269 

13271-13291 

13292-13316 

131*12-131*50 

131*50-131*60 

131*61-131*79 

131*80-131*89 

13566-13619 

13720-13735 

13861-13691 

11*173-11*181 

11*195-11*209 

11 * 210 - 11*220 

11*221-11*21*5 

11*377-11*381* 

11*387-11*1*21* 

11*1*25-11*1*39 

1 Mo- 11 * 1*55 

11*182-11*191* 


3ernhard Sohoener 
Adalbert Feindal 
Josef Orobol 
Guetav Pistor 
Sell de Haas 
Eolnrioh Sohuh 
Heinrich Sohlndler 


Welter Kllcuth 
Hans Scuor 
Wlibelx Duollborg 
Theo Goldechcidt 
--ton Reithinger 


Rudolf von Sprotty 


Rudolf Scheldt 


Wolfgang Ait 
Carl Gadow 
Kurt Hartcnnn 


Frits Dion 
Kurt Elefeld 
Adolf Taub 

Ernst Struss (for Pros.) 
Werner Sohc.ltt 


Max Winkler 
Frits Hlrsoh 
Ernst Krasohwskl 
Frans Fuerstonberg 


Heins Savolaborg 
Karl Runaohoidt 
Reiahold 

Friedrich Seloher 


During the said proceedings tho following exhibits have 
been offered in evidence* 



Exhibit 


Officifl Transcript 


* 


VI Ho. 


230* 

2301; 

23C5 

2306 

2307 
2309 

2311 

2312 
2311 * 

2315 

2316 

2317 

2318 

2319 

2320 

2321 
2326 

2329 
2323 

2330 

2331 

2332 

2333 
23314 

fill 

2337 

2336 

2339 
23 LO 
2311 
23 L 2 
2315 
23W 

2352 

2353 


?s 2353 c 
.L79 

1UC36 
U-C31; 
1^7? 
11236 
■ 11232 
15062 
150^ 
11257 
13521* 
11256 

11251 

11252 
11 : 011 ; 
11239 
13081; 
10532 
10528 
10907 
13525 

15021 

3763 

15115 

1511* 

86L7 

15132 

1511* 

11296 
. 135314 
15215 

15260 

15173 
7637 
. 7666 
15290 
15296 


10899 
10901; 
111145 
11182 
11183 
11302 
11312 
11327 
11330 
111:68 
111:73 
111:73 
11125 
111:76 
111:82 
11831; 
11812 

12615 

12616 
12706 

.,42733 

12878 

12915 

12921 

12923 

12927 

12933 

1291:2 

13106 

13111 

13126 

13620 

13266 

13728 

13730 

11:382 

11:392 


I, tho undarsignod Coradaalonor, do haroby oortify that tho 
oforosold official transoript pages oonprlaa a roll, truo nod oorroot 
roport of auoh procaadlnga, toatloony and OTldonoo hoard and rooordod 
thoroln boforo do. 


Datod at Nurnbarg, Oormny, kay 28, 191:8. 
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* 

* 

Official Tnr.aggrl.pt't Bearing before a Con- 
alt eloner for dlinry Tribunal VI, Case VI, 

In tho nattar of th* United Statos of Aaorlca 
against lari arauch, ot al, defendants, sitting 
at Vurctcrg, iersany, on 11 Kay 1948, Con_ 
ninolonar Johnson T, Crawford, presiding. 


TEE MARSHAL* Tho Conaianion for Tribunal VI is now in sossion. 

MB. MISSiarri Tho witness Xuerstonborg should bo on tho stand 'now 
for tho balance of tho cross exaclnation, 

THE eaoassians* Tho Marshal will call tho witness. 

Just havo a seat, Tho Vitnoss will be Boated. The Trosocution 
nay proccod. • ’ 

CBOSS EXJMIHATIdf _ Continued 
7RASZ TUEBSTBraEC — Resmod 

BT KB. KU3CarT: 

Q, Mr. Vitnoss, in eonnoction with the questions > o put to you 
yesterday about ho conri ctlons against you of a cr la Inal naturo, I 
would liko to put this final quostlon. Isn't it a fact that in rlow of 
tho docision of tho Court punishing you that you woro forbidden thoroaftor 
to givo tostiaony undor oath In any enso? Aron't you, at tho prosont 
tlao, violating that Judgsont and coeaitting a crlro by testifying horo? 

A. It Is up to the Tribunal to decide this. 

Q, Mr. Vitnoss, did you lnfor* the Tribunal in advance so they 
could decide this question that you had been forbidden by a previous Tri¬ 
bunal ever again to give testleony unier oath? 

IE. SXIHs Mr. Coasissioner, I requost that the last question and / 
answer bo stricken froa the record. I object to thin question which was 
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put to the witness. It la aerely a question of lw and the witness Is 
not able to answer It. Tha witness already pointed out Justlfledly, 
that It la up to the Tribwial to decide thla. 

K3. MI SSI077: Die laat question was purely a question of fact. The 
Prosecution asked the Vltneas, did he lnfom this Court of the previous 
decialon saying that he could never testify again so this Court would 
he able to sake Its own daclelon. as to whether they want to hear him or 
not. It'a purely a factual question ascertain!:* whether or not he In¬ 
formed this Court that he w a previously convicted and adjudged never to 
l.atlfy s ain. 

-T MB. MISaOITl 

Q. How, could you answer that quootlon, Mr. Yltnoss. 

1. So, Z did not realise that I had hoen forbidden to give teatlJ 
mony for the rest of my life. 

Q, Vftan't the Judgaent read to you when you were convicted? 

1. The ju d gcent la alwaya a-nounood. It said my Judgaont that 
I was not to testify as a witness or export, but no tons was given. 

Q. Mr. Vltneas, we also opoke yestorday about your seeing othor 
lceatea In connection with tost Irony beforo thla Court. Sow, thoro are 
one or two questions X want to put to you. 

A. Please do. 

Q, Mr. Witness, In October 1947, did you rocelvo 2,000 Bolchs- 
sarko through tho Drosdner Bank Ludwlgshafen? 

A. Tea. 

Q. Trom whoa did you recleve that? 
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1. I isn't know any core* who sent this aonoy off. lie hank transferred 
It to no, This was the aonoy as coepensatlon for ny trip. 

Q. Tor what trip? 

A. The trip to Berlin. 

Q. On whose bohalf? 

A. In Berlin I had to lire off the black narket without a ration 
sard and I had to pay for ny subsistence vu®re, and all expenses. 

Q. And who gave you this 3,000 Reichsmarks to do that? 

A. The Defense. ^ 

q. In this Case? In this process? 

A. I didn't quite understand that. 

Q, When you said the Defense, you aoan the dofense in this case? 

A. Tes. 

Q. How Hr. “ltnoss, did the Qresdner Bank also transfer to you 
3,000 Reich snarica in Horeabor, 1947? 

A. Tes. 

Q. And was that also froa the dofense in this cneo? 

A. Tes. 

KB. MIHSXOTTl Thank you. I hare no further questions. 
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Lh. SLJDL: Dp. Saidl. 

REDIRECT LlAUUikTION 

BT DU. SEIID: 

0 Witness, I wralri like to ask yeu a^vin whethur the conviction 
ycu Kjt at thj time because cf perjury was connected with tno proceu.tings 
which was filed against you in 1925 because of the crime arainst 
Pararnph 1, So ction 1 cf tho law on botrnyal of military secrets? 

a It was scaehjw connected, not directly ccnrccted with tills matter. 

*• I have an excurpt here free the punishment resistor oado out 
CTX 19LS by tho Criminal police in Fssen. Thoru the only conviction 
entered is the conviction of the *kr.mer?.cricht in Berlin rf 10 Doc^ubor 
1925. x t soys hero "convicted bocv.uao of cn attempted crl*» gainst 
Section 1 , Parugiaph 1 , of tho law cn betrayal pf military sucrots," 
and the conviction listed here is five years penitentiary, 5 yoars of 
loss of civil rights, and supervise n by the police. I submit this pu- 
nislimont x>*istcr for identif icatl, n as limber 1*70, and no othtr crina, 
is ontowl vp m this list. I world like to ask you now, tho cthor con:u- 
victi.ns which you uaiti.-nod which are not listod hero, won. they 
strickon iff tho record after thu military oollapsc of Ooreany at 
y-ur requost? 

a I did onko such an-application, and I was inferuod that those 
convictions mold crossed off the- redord. 

C, In this punishment r^vistor of the polico in Esson nothing 
is uintionsd that you are net able to testify before a Tribunal as a * 
witness. 
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U DurinK the dir act e xamin ation I have already asked you whether 
you were ct-missiuned frca Ludwigshafcn to contact other witne3sos 
who were also fcroarly Incites and to ask then about conditions in the 
caEp. I would like to ask you apain, how did you travel in ill? 

I. a was active for the dofenso for two aonths in all, and frr 
these nonths I had to be paid because I was not oamiiv; any othor 


w lhu put at your disposal does not include or^y tho 

cxpeiaea you had during tho trip but also tho less of comings? 

a ‘hat is correct. In Berlin I hod to spend 250 to 300 lairks a 
dayj if one wrnto to live witheut u ration card, lunch alone coats 100 
tc 120 arks, and supper also costa lOu anrks. Adding other expanses 

I sport alacat 30J uarka a day. 

II i /- ? -d~ , • 

W » ^ furthor quosticn to the witnoaa. 


P. CROSS EUKIKaTION 


Witness, When you spoak of thia firs 

eirinj* ar *7 uilitary secrets aaon#r ether things 

r > r. r i.v.v v ;• *:• • *. •; 

the Volnar Republic, was it not? 


, that wes against 

•> :t . TiJtu tk. in t.ii.1 


A It was a violation apainst tho law of tho Wciriar Republic 

. * •"• Ot * r: : I- • r . * r. Tk J.: .v! 

out at the tine en oppaaltira still existed. In pcrticular in the 

movewmt cf the Pintcrkrcuzcr. The Goraan Rational Party, the Bavarian 
copit's Party and the social Dcnocrata voted in favor of it, while the 
Pacifists, tho Couaunists, and Ofch&r parties objected t~ it. 


of courao 




11 Vay.UO-k-OJ-3-3Spoars- 

Ccurt 6 cast 6 


W fir. Witness, I just want it dear on the rocord that when you Rave 
away military secrets, it wasn't under the Nazi Regime but it was under 
the Vitiaar Republic, that is all I wanted to know7 

A Yoa. 

iR. UINSKOFr: 1 would liko at this tiuo, if it plcasu the Ccrmissinn- 
or, tc offer in evidence a dcciniont tfiich n-s not yet boon pr«ceasod. 

1 Just have it in Goman and it ha&n'y even get a HI nur*_r. I would 
like to identify it in tho ncantiao in '-rdcr to other within ovidonco. 
According tc what tho Tribunal said, wc couls offer documents at this 
point even thought they haven't boon fully procossod. A t is a roc .rJ 
dated 7 April 191*8 fr^o the punishment register of B*-chuo concerninr tho 
record of f ran* Kilarius Fuers Unbox* and I would like at tills 
to have that document cenaadored in svid«jico, and wo will complete 
the roccrd by givin* it an HI number and Lahibit Number, Just as soon 
aa wo can clear the papers through. 

BY l,n. iGNSXOFK: 

f N-'w, 'Jr. Witness, just ono final thing. In addition to tho 2,000 
ami 3,000 Roichanarks that you received in October November of '1x7, 

>*iat else ether than money did y.u rwcein; freo Ludwirshafon os p/iy- 
mont far aeoin^ these witnesscs and making those trips y<>u sp<ke about? 

a I did not get any other cctpensatitsis for ay trips fr.«. Ludvdj.shR- 
fon. Nothinr elso was given mo by tho defense fn r ay trip and my work. 

Q You never received any material? 

L I myself hero received no materials IVon Ludwigshafen, h-wov^r 
Dr. Alt negotiated with thcsalos department in Ludwix-shafen for uj, 
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and I had two shipments of plus sent to two fims one each and these 
firus paid fer these two shlpoents I did not. 

i<E. MEiSK07F: Tratfr.ycu. N" further questions. 

REDIJfcCT LZ%HJL\7ICV 

BY DR. STJDLx 

t! Witness, I asked ycu already yesterday whether it is correct 
that you aipne- 4 an affid ,vit alr-cdy on the 30th of July 191x7? 

k Yos. 

Q 1 clso eskei you whether the iwni affidavit <-f 10 Fobruary 
191x6 differ ntiatoa on inpertant points froo the first mo? 

/. Only the coo addition about l y uni-rration. 

k I wvjuld new like to usk you ct neeminr the two anounts r.t *»nty 
which ycu Just rienticned as ccopunsatian fr your trips. 

rJl. hDiSKOn : hr. Ccsnissi. nor, I ufc-ain objuct toaskinr. if thu twu 
affi<*avits w*>rc thu anno. If this cmaission of this court hnr no 
opportunity if they were not in fact the swao — ho is spooking 
about a d^cuunt that has not boon introduced in this court hao not 
been identified and not boon intro«'ucod in uvidcnco. I object to any 
quest! n rskud in respect to that. 

DR. S’/.IDL: I said already yesterday that m did not int«r.«j t o uso 
toh first affidavit any further because it contains tho sarue as 
the s accndrffidavit except for mu sont-jneo. I ncrcly want to ask tho 
witness rwr whether he r ccived tho anounts naaed which he r coiv-td 
as cctpensatirn for l^sin*- his camiruvs after 30 July 191x7? 

TKF WITNESS: Yes, after 30 July U7 l few ninths later. 
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DR. SElELt Ho further qu_sti ;na. 

CCI'xISEIOJE?.: Ho further questions of the witness? Th-. withesa is 
excused. 

EK. SEIDL: kr. Cccnisaicnur, in order to do Justice to the objections 
by the prraocutor, I now :«ant to idontify the affidavit of tho'd.tnuaa 
Fueratenburr, of 30 July 19h7. 1 want to u.fer it as exhibit U71. for 
identification. 

1W. UEiSKOFl: U that for identification or cwidonco? 

Dh. 3EIDL: I conf-ru the repeats of thu pr'socutlon here. If tho 
prcsccuti.n preftra that tho affi^.vit bo introduced in ovidunco, then 
1 an willing tc introduce it aa o’-idcnce, but if it aiffucoa to tho 
prosecution if it is noroly introduced r cr identification thon I will 
coruly g 1*« it a nunber for identification. Mr. Comiaaiencr 
I pura^nally don„t enro either way because except for tho liuitati'-n 
nentionoJ by tho witness the affidavits a ru exactly tho sun*. 

HI. KIHSKCF7: The only crcncnt that thu prosecution has is that 

if it is in evidence tho d'-cuaunt can later on bo connontod upon. If 

it is net in ovidoncai it can't bo. So tho proferonco of tho prosecution 

is, of course is that it bo in evidunco, and it if it tho eamo, it 

will bo all riivht. 

% 

CfWiMK^oifSP. 1 all ripht, it will bo considered in ovldcncu. Tho 
witness aay be excused. 

DR. SE1DL: Soldi for Ducrrfold. «r. Comissientr, the next witness 
wruld be tho witness. Dr. SavclborK, but I aaid already yesterd-v' that 
the witness is fit to Hire Ustineny, but that ho.cohnotoiuao into the 


ccurt here 
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that easy, the axa s in ation wmld have to bo carried out in the 
witness house aext to the court hruao and the witnossiia now prapa- 
red tc b« exaninwi there. He is in Rota 1*2 of the witness house. 

CttiL-L&IONrR: rfhat docs the prrsecuticn say about that? 

kR. WINSKfTT: The prcaccuti'n is perfectly willing to neot the 
special circuaatances of this case, if it is possible to sot up the 
necessary staff for taking the ainutes and translating, and if tho 
coca-issicnor is willing tc sit over thero. 

C0»0iIS6ICirjls iTho is calling this witness, you or yie dof*aiso? 

in. XIHSKCn'i This witness is a defense witness *0 is bedn*, called 
for cross exadnatioa by the prcoecution. 

Ca.-ilSSIONZR: H is up to tho prosecution to say whothor rr n'.t ho 
want hin tc bo examined. 

Vh. MlKSSOFP: rfoU, we are perfectly willing to have this nan 
exasdnod. 

COtu-TSSIO'rP.s kru ycu % 1 ust willing, cr urgent cr you don't ccro? 

h?.. MINSKOT: *»o is an iipcrt^nt witness, Mr cconissi-n-jr. Ho 
is an inpertant witness and wo want to excainc him. H is only a 
questi n of rhero. *nd upon tho dfonse stetcaont that ho is unable to 
b« Un, the prosecution wuld liko to acc.wvxlato then by /;< 4 ng over 
t the witness house and taking the exanination there. 

CaiflSSICHi-h: *1X, hew arc K»^nr to do that abcut interpreters 
and all thvso thin-s? 

kR. KZNSXOFK: The technical staff, it hes indicated yceturk*/ they 
thought it was r ssiblc to take the dm toe and dp the interpreting 
over at the witness house. 
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CCSiM&lOUcH: Have ycu another witness to put on now—any witnesses 
except that one? 

i’H. UHSK&I'x Well, it would sert of upcot the achodulo if mi 
switch it around. 

CU illSSI trj:: Say in 15 ainutes we wiU go to the witness house 
and take the testimony. 

IR. mWSKCT?: That will be satisfactory. 

COillSSICWeR: Vo will recess for 15 ainutes and the prosecution will 
seo U having eveiy.no over thoro that is necessary. Tho Coadssion 
will bo in recess until furthor notico. 

(A rocess wes token.) 
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(The Commission adjourned to the Witness 
House, Room No. 42, to hear the testimony of 
Defense Witness Dr. Heinz Savels'oerg. Com¬ 
missioner Johnson T, Crawford presiding.) 

S2IDL: Mr. Comal'sioner, the next witness Is the 
witness Dr. Heinz Savels'oerg. 

TH5 COMMISSIONER; 16 the Witness ready to be sworn, Dr. 
8eldl? 

DR. SEIDL; *es, sir. 

THE CO'.&fZSSX NER* r he witness will raise his right hand 
and repeat after me: 

I swear by God, the Almighty and Omniscient, tnat I will 
soeak the mure truth, and will withhold and add nothing. 

THE 'flTNESS; I swear by God, the Almighty and Omnlsolent, 
that I will opeak the pure truth, and will withhold and add 
nothing. 

DR. SEIDL; M r. Com/ilesloner, I wish to list the affidavits 
with the Defense submitted for this witness. The first affi¬ 
davit Is In Book II for Guorrfeid. It Is on pa e 1, and bears 
the number Duerrfeld 43, and was submitted as exhibit 22. The 
seoond affidavit is In Document Book 13, on page 13. It bears 
the Duerrfeld Number 1007, and wa6 submitted as ^uerrfeld 
exhibit 315. The third affidavit is In Volume 15. Volume 
15 contains three affidavits. The first pert is on pnje 33. 

It bears the *\ierrfeld Number 33, and was submitted as Eriil'olt 
158. The second exhibit Is on pege 48 of this document book, 
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It bears the number 1146, and became exhibit 359. The next 
affidavit la on page 60 of the document book. It bears the 
number 1228, and was submitted as exhibit 166. The last 
affidavit is in document Book 14, on page 60. It bears the 
Duerrfeld number 426, and vas submitted as exhibit 351. 

Those are all the exhibits which I have submitted from 
this witness. We have no further questions te this witness. 

THE COMMISSIONER: The witness will be examined by the 
Prosecution. 

CROSS EXAMINATION ^ 

BY MR. KINSKOFF; 

^ Mr. Witness, In your affidavit on page 3 of Dooument 2, 
your book 43, exhibit "2 for Duerrfeld, you state, n I am 
convinced that the inmates In Camp IV reoelved an average of , 
2,500 to 3,000 calories per day.” Now Mr. Witness, these inmates 
of Camp IV were concentration camp inmates, were they not? 

A Yes.. 

<4 And if I understand your affidavit correctly, you 
state they were under thejurlsdlctlon of the SS? 

A Yes. 

Now will you tell the Court whether these Inmates under 
the Jurisdiction of the SS received the same number of calories 
as the Eastern workers who were under the Jurisdiction *f I. 

0. Faroen? 
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A The statement in ny affidavit raentlons 2,500 to 3,000 
calories. I remembered these facts at the time when I executed 
my affidavit. I already knew then, that the calories given to 
Inmates and other free foreign workers were not the same. At 
the time I did not know the individual figures for each different 
group. According ts documentary material which I have seen 
In the meantime, the calories given to inmates Insofar as the 
suoplles w>re concerned, had to be supplied to Camp No. IV by 
us. 

Q One moment, Mr. Witness, Let me repeat>the question and 
we can probably save time. What I asked you Is, could you tell 
the court whether the lnnetes under the Jurisdiction of tho 

S3 received the same number of calorlee ns the Sestorn workers 

% 

who were under tho Jurisdiction of I.G. Farben? Now, in that 
question I am not asking for all detailed figures. You can say 
they received the same, ro they received more, or they received 
less. 

A May I make a short remark? 

«* X's, of course. 

A My testimony up to now was merely te explain the 
2,500 to 3,000 calories. x heee figures were to be corrected 
according to tho knowledge which I have since gained. I think 
that 1 8 necessary, in order to answer your question csrroctly. 

4 Of course, if you want to change the figure of 2,500 to 
3,000, you may do so. 

A- I want to determine the figure 'lore accurately. With 
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r clear conscience I can s y th-t the allocation to the In¬ 
flates, inclusive of our supplies to the inmates, amounted, on 
an average, to at least 2,400 to 2,500 calories. They came to 
about that. 

* Now Mr. Witness, the figures 2,400 to 2,500 calories are 

on the record. I now out the question to you, could you state 

to this Court whether these inmates of the concentration camp 

% 

who lived In Camp IV, Honowltz, and were under the Jurisdiction 
of the SS, did they receive the same nuraoer of calories as the 
Eastern workers who were under the Jurisdiction"^ 1.0. Farben? 

A According to ny recollection, the number of calories 
given to inmates amounted at least to the same number as 
those given to the Eastern workers and the Poles. The reason 
was that they received 80 # additional food for hoavy labor for 
the lnmptes, and only 20 # for long working hours. 

* Now, if I understand your testimony correctly, 1.0. 
Farben at Auschwitz provided less food for their own Eastom 
workers whe were completely under their own Jurisdiction than 
was given to the concentration camp inmates who were under the 
Jurisdiction of the SS? That's correct, is it not? 

A 1- hat is correct and can oc seen In the allocation lists, 
w Now Mr. Vitnoss, concerning the food supplied to the 
Eastern workers, isn't it a fact that these Eastern workers 
received, for broakfpst, precisely nothing? 

A I never hoard that and I don't know this. 
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•c Mr. Witness, what wps your position In I.G. Auschwitz? 

A I was in charge of the Sales Department of the Business 
office. 

i Now, did that include the kitchen and the procurement of 

feed? 

A Yes. 

Is It your testimony here today that you hear for the 
first time now that the Sertem workers received nothing for 
breakfast? ^ 

A That's the first time I hear of this. 

i Mr. Witness, perhaps I can refresh your recollootlon 
by showing your a documont Introduced by the Defense. It is 
Duerrfeld Document Number 1061, and appears on page 36 of the 
document book No. II. Duorrfeld 36 of the Snglioh. 

DR. S3IDL: Mr. Commissioner, I must object to that questlo. 
I must also object to the submission of this affidavit of tho 
Defense. x ho rea3cr is that the °ros-»cutlon did not tell the 
witness about the fact ‘hat the Dtf ense read a remark into the 
record whon they submit ted tho documont.. which shows that the 
document le Incomplete oecause the list of cold foods Is not 
Included hero. Whon submitting this affidavit the Defense men¬ 
tioned another document which is also contained In the documont 
book for Duorrfeld, and which originates from a man called 
Xnvar. This nan Kawar says expressly how this document by tho 
Defense is to oa understood, namely; 
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That tho list of the cold foods has to be added. This 
addition, which was not shown to the witness, has to bo 
corrected. This Is exhibit 28 far Duerrfeld. 

M&. iilNSKOFF; Kay I state for the record that what 
I wes referring to was not an affidavit, but a chart showing 
the menu given to tho Eastern workers. Now, if Dr. Seldl 
oojects to using that menu without tho explanation given by 
his own affiants, It so happens that the Prosecution has 
a document of its own which is NI-15296, which Is a complete 
series of 4 menus for different types of workers, end the 
Prosecution offers this as Its exhibit in evidence. I be- 
llove It will oe exhibit 2353, which Is the original menus, 
all subscribed by 1 . 0 . underneath, and now the witness lo 
shown this dooumont and his attention Is roferrod to tho 
pego which deals with Eastern workers and tho question Is 
repeated to tho witness, doos that refresh his rooolleotlon 
that the Eastorn workers w re provided no oroakfast whatever? 

DR. SSIDL: Hr. bsonlssloner, I would like to objoct to 
the admission of this document because this obviously la a 
rebuttal document. I further object because this Is partially 
exactly tho same sort of menu which can be found in the Defense 
document book, and which was submitted oy the Defense ao 
exhibit 27. A he same objection appll s to this document, 
namely: ’ A ‘hat this document is only understandable If the 
addition Is made so that is might be grasped in Its entirety. 
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nr. minskoff; “r. Commissioner, the Prosecution 
merely wants to go on the record that the explanations Dr. 

Seidl or his witnesses make nay be offered for whatever they 
are worth. °ut the documents which pur port to be complete 
documents of the menus, and they contain no such additions as 
Dr. Seidl refers to, must be read for what they oontatn. The 
meals provided to the workers at I.O. Auschwitz when tho Farbon 
management was In charge, show in previous documents what 
menus w re provided for tho workers. Any explanation by the 
defense through witnesses during the course of a trial could 
hardly modify the clear terms of tho document itself, and one 
further statement, it should be noted that the docuraont con¬ 
tains 4 types of menus. AJ.1 the other menus show the break¬ 
fast that was provided. The only one which shows no breakfast 
Is that for the Eastern workers. Now... 

THE COMMISSIONER; All the objections will be noted. The 
lawyers are t istlfylng Instead of objecting, and If you make 
your objections concise and short, the lawyers will not 
testify. Just mako objections. 

BY MR. MINSKOFF: 

4 Now Mr. tfitnees, did you understand the question? 

A x es. 

Q Now, I ask you whether the document which was Just showr. 
to you refreshed your recollection that of the four categarlos 
of workers listed in that document, the only one which shows 

no breakfast is the category *f Eastern workers. 

— •< 
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A ‘haso documents seem to 'oe incomplete. For instance, 
the menu for the heavy manual laborers for the kitchen. Accord¬ 
ing to this, the sup ly and the food given to the Polish kit¬ 
chen is clearly distinguished from the food given to the 
h»evy manual laborers and those working extensive hours. 

1 hls distinction, according to thl6 document, was not made In 
the case of Eastern workers. But apart from the fact that 
no worker of 1.0. Auschwitz remained without breakfast, the foe 
for Eastern workers and the cold food for Eastern workers and 
Polish a rlcultural workers does not seem to be’ listed hero. 

I cannot nrs-»or that question for certain from ray memory, but 
I am sure that my associates, Herr Relnhold or Kawar, oould 
probably confirm this. 

Witness, do you know who prepared those menus? 

A ‘hose menus were mare out oy Herr Hartlnger, - as you 
can see on the document - as the kitchen inspector, in collab¬ 
orating with the Supply Direction Office of Herr Kawar, out , 
probably also in collaooratlon with Herr 3ohm. 

< These are all 1.0. Far'oen people, is that right? 

A *cs. 

** "nd when these figures were prepared in this menu did 
that oecorao an official document of 1.0. Faroen? 

A Official document? Well, no, It was a business 
record, an operational rocord. 

$ As a matter of fact, Hr. Witness, weren't these menus 
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to the I.G. Faroen management and used by them to show 
what food the various workers got? 

A These menus were used in the Department of Supply 
and Equipment, and they had full responsibility far those 
matters. I and several other officers »f the plant, prooaoly 
also the plant physician, the personnel department, and the 
social welfare department of the firm, subsequently recolved 
these reports weekly, but that was only a matter of inter¬ 
office information. 

4 Now, Mr. Witness, do you recall providing these menus 
for the purpose of having them included in a oomoleto report 
that I.G. Faroen preparod to show all the conditions at Aueoh- 
witr, the facilities at Auschwitz, and the food at Auschwitz? 

h You mjan to outsiders? 

3 A complete published oook concerning I.G. Auschwitz. 

A I know nothing about tho publication of suoh a oook. 

3 I don't mean publication in- tho sense of sale to tho 
publlo, but a oook was prepared and bound up in a regular 
volurao which included tho food given to the workers of I.G. 
Faroen and whore these nanus were Included. 

A I don't remember whether the documents wero contained 
in this book. I only recall that there was such a volurao con¬ 
cerning the social work done at I.G. _uschwitz and also in the 
plant, but I don't remember tho exact documents. 

*t At any rate, there is nothing in these menus which 
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indicates that anything other than that which is listed was 
given to the various persons. Isn't that true? I will with¬ 
draw that question. 

Mr. Witness, do you recall what the Sastorn workers 
received for lunch? 

A Well, not specifically. 

4 Well, did they receive anything more than plain soup? 

A Excuse me. *he concept of lunch probably would lead 
to confusion. The people got their main meal at night and 
not at noon. 

4 Mr. Witness, I didn't speak about main meal; I said noon 
meal. Did they rccolvo anything more than plain soup at noon? 

A h'o, but most of the Germans also didn't got anything 
else. Only those Germans who could go to to the "1000 Han 
Hall" could oat there, but otherwise they Just received soup. 

4 °ut of course the Eastern workers had no right to go 
to the "1000 Han Hall," did they? 

A Well, of courso, they v^re too far away; only those 
Oorraans who woro working near there could go there. 

4 Mr. Witness, isn't it true that even this soup, whloh 
Is all they had for lunch, was divided into three types of 
soup, so that the Eastern workers got a poorer form of that 
soup than the German workers got? 

A I don't remomoer three different soups, only two 
different soups. 
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i Well, the third one Is the inmates' soup; isn't that 
right? I . 

A A hat »»as prepared in an entirely different kitchen, 
i Mr. Witness, these Sa tern workers, did they have 
office or clerical Jobs or were they doing laboring work? 

A i don't know their specific work in detail, but I 
assume that they were alee employed at white collar Jobs, 
perhaps in the various workshops, in laboratories, and so 
forth, 

* Mr. Witness, Just so we don't have any'confuslon on 
the record, would you say that at *l*ast 90 per cent #f the 
Eastern workers w ‘re not office workers? 

A I an afraid I don't renem'oor the exact figures, 
i Now Hr* Witness, the document which I Just showed you, 
Prosecution Exhibit 2353, has one menu waloh *-as omitted from 
the Defonso Document 1061 and that la the menu glvon to tho 
German employ^oe. Isn't that so? You havo that in front of 
you, Mr. -fitness. 

A I don't .';now whether or not that was omitted. 

4 Now I showed you twe documents, Mr. •fitness, ono in 
the Defense book and one you are holding in your hand, which 
is Prosecution Exhibit 2353. I say, isn't it correot that 
the Prosecution Exhibit is identical with the Dofense exhibit 
except that we have an additional menu, that is, the German 
civilian menu which was omitted from the Defense document? 
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DH« 8EIDL: Mr. Cor--jl6aloner, T do not wish to register 
a formal objection against the question, but I only want to 
state that the menu was omitted because Farben Is not indicted 
for having given bad food to the German workers. Apart 
from that, these are entirely spearate menus and the Defense, 
for practical reasons, put these three menus together In one 
document. 

MR. MINSKOFF; Veil, Just for the record I might say poiv- 
haps it Is a coincidence that the document that the Prosooutlon 
Introduced was found all m one piece, all febr menus togethor, 
and I call It to the witness' attention fer the purpose of 
putting this question to him. 

BY !CR. M7NSK0FF: 

Q, Mr. *ltnosB, isn't it a fact that those olerlcal workore 
the Gorman employees, did no hard laoor out W 2 re all offloo 
workers? 

A Well, from the term office workers you can alroady 
see that thoso wero not people doing physical laoor. Besides, 
Faroen had to follow the official regualtlons, In connect¬ 
ion with the food of those various peoplo, this was regulated 
oy law. 

Q Now, Mr. <fltnes8, Isn't It a fact that these German 
clerical workore who did ne hard labor received for breakfast 
350 grams of bread, 25 grams of butter, 62$ grams of cheese 
and some coffee? 

A *es, out of course not every day. That varied every 
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** A hat is correct, Hr. Witness. On other days Is It 
not ture chat instead of cheese th se German clerical workers 
received llverwurst and other neats and marmalade In addition 
to their oread butter and coffee? Isn't that so?' 

A 1 es, that la so. 

* A hank you. Now, Mr. rf ltness, In view of your testimony 
that the Inmates received some 2400 to 2500 calories per day, 
can you state — and you may refresh your rocollcctlon by 
looking at tho German menu — about how many calories tho 
German oraployoos received per day? 

A ^lth tho German office workers you have to disting¬ 
uish two groups; the group that w*a glvon food in :ho camp — 

Q One moment. It would b« easier for the record if you 
Juot refresh your memory as I suggested before by looking 
at tho particular menu, so tho Court will have before It a 

I 

particular group who received particular food and theso persons 
voro camp fod, I bollove. 

Now, as to those persons who woro ca ip fod, how many 
thousands of calories would you say thoy rccolvod? 

A Calculated on tho same oasis as tho statements that 
I mado In connection with the Inmates, those Gorman office 
workers rocoivod 2600 calorlos. 

£ Now, Hr. Witness, you tako Just one day's food, as 
an example, Monday, the first day. It Is dated 7 Dsoemoor 1042 
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In your document NI 14296. Will you read the breakfast menu? 

A 350 grams of oread, 25 grams of butter, 62£ grams of 
cheese, and coffee. 

* ~nd now will you read the lunch menu? 

" Soup, Xoenlsg'oerg meatballs, boiled potatoes, and 
Capern sauce. 

< And the evening meal? 

A Potato soup, turnips, and peppermint tea. 

« Now, Mr. "ltness, is it your testimony that the Inmates 
in the concentration camp received for one day's food almost 
proclsely what you Just new read because you any It Is only 
100 calories' difference? 

A I can only answer oy Baying that tho amounts of food 
that wore given to ue to oe supplied to the inmates added to 
2400 to 2500 calories. 

-6 n r. -fitness, It isn't necessary to go that far. If you 

compare what the German employees get on the menu you Just 

read with -'hat the Eastern workers get on the menus, which 

Is also oeforo you, you will find there is a troraondous 

difference oetwoen the two. Xou may look at them. Is that 

correct or is It not correot? 

A Well, I an afraid I can't 6ay that Just by looking at 

looking at this list out the allotments for the Eastern workers 

were at least 2^0 calories for workers working long hours and 

25CO calorics for heavy laborers. 
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4 In other words, even though this Genu shows that one 
nay receive about one-fourth or one-fifth of what the other 
one receives, your testimony is that both are substantially 
the same? 

A “ut of course the conposltion of the meals was entirely 
different. x he Eastern workers didn't like butter and meat 
but they liked potatoes and cabbage very much. 

* Now, Mr. Vitness, If you look at the menu before you 
for the German workers, Isn't It time you find 750 grams of 

I * 

potatoes for thorn also for that noonday meal? 

A Officially we weren't allowed to give them any more. 

* The only question, Mr. Vitness, Is If the German workers 
who roceivod all the extra food also received 750 grams of 
potatoes, con you show me on any menu for Eastern workers whoro 
they over rocolvod in any meal more than 540 grams of potatoos? 

A Nor did the Germans actually eat that many potatoes. 

4 They loft it over or threw it out? It Is on the menu. 

A Excuse mo. Vo didn't give thorn that much If we know 
they didn't eat that much. 

■ 

« ri hy did you put it on the menu? 

A T hoy got 750 grams out not more than you Just said. 

s 

■i Veil, perhaps :you didn't understand my question. In 
addition to the butter and m.*at and other things that tho 
Gcrnan workers received, they received 750 grams of potatoes. 
Now, if the Eastern workers novor received raoro than 750 
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grams of potatoes and besides didn't get ae much butter or 
neat, then they couldn't be making up for It oy having more 
potatoes, could they? 

A If you compare the breakfast in both menus, which I am 
•frald is Impossible because that for the Eastern workers Is 
omitted — 

i Oh, no, you can compare them; you can look at Doth menus. 
On one menu you have a complete course of oread, outter, coffee, 
cheese, and on the other menu you Just have a blank. 

A No. I am sure It must be an error In this doouraent, 
thpt there is no breakfast listed for the Eastern workers. 

* You listed It for the h;avy workers, you listed It for 
the Polish workers, you listed It for the German workers and 
It Is Just a mistake that It doosn't appear there for the 
Eastern workors. Is that your testimony? 

A My testimony Is that theso documents are not complete. 

* Mr. Witness, did you over ask an Eastern worker If 
ho liked moat? 

A I don't understand your question. I didn't ask thorn 
at all. 

4 Mr. Witness, you Just testified that thoy only likod ; 
potatoes; thoy didn't like butter and mist. I wanted to know 
whether you asked thorn whether thoy liked butter and moat. 

A Woll, not exclusively, of course, I said. But they 

they didn't cat as much of It as the others did. 
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Mr. "ltness, in your affidavit. Document 43 Duerrfcld, 
you state that, *Durlng the whole time I worked at Auschwitz 
I never h.*ard of a case of hunger edema among the Inmates housed 
In u aap 4.* Now, Mr. Witness, In view of the fact that you 
were In charge of all the feeding and procurement of food, suoh 
cpses, If they existed, would have come to your attontlon, 
vouldn 1 t they? 

A Veil, I couldn t say that for sure, out I novor hoard 
anything about hunger edema and I 1 arnod to know, what It 
moans only on mysolf for tho first time. 

4 Now, llr. Witness, If, during tho last two y>are that 
you wore at I.O. "uschvltz, noro than 900 lnrartos suffored 
sufficiently severely from edema and phlegmons as to causo 
thorn to oo shipped from tho hospital of Konowitz to Auschwitz 
dirkonau, wouldn't such a situation havo come to your attontlon? 

DR. S2IDL: I object to this question because up to now 
no proof has boon shown by any of tho oxhlbits that this charge 
of the r roscoution is based on facts. 

BY MR. KINSKOFF: 

% Mr. Witness, In view of the objection of Dr. Soldi, 
may I show you NI-15299, which Is presently In evidonoe and Is 
a certification of certain statistics taken from original 
documents which presently are on file In the Document Control 
Branch of tho Office of C^iof of Counsel, and thoso Doouraonts 
are listed thero as HI-15295 and NT-14997? 
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DR. SSIDL; I object to the aubalsslon of this document. 
This Is actually an affidavit by a certain Herbert u ngar, who 
is a member of the Prosecution in this trail, that is, the 
Ose No. VI in the matter of the U.S. vs. I.G. Faroen Industry. 
r r. this trail the Court has decided again end again that in 
cross examining a witness it Is not permissible to show him the 
affidavit of a third party. The Defense, during their caso 
in chief, have trold that and the r rosocution at thpt time 
objected to the use of suoh dooumonts. The Court.sustained 
the oojoction of tho Prosecution. Therefore, It cannot possibly 
oe permissible at this present stage of the proceedings. Now 
Proeocutlon tries to uso tho same procoduro to which they 
have objected a few months ago and which they called not 
permissible. 

MR. illNSKOFF; Tho Prosooution wishis to state for tho 
record that this Is not an affidavit stating facts whloh is 
offered to contradict the witness or to impeach tho witness. 
This Is a certification of facts contained in a contomporaneoas 
document, which contemporaneous, original documents are filed 
-lth tho Document Control Branoh of OCC. It Is In no way an 
affidavit as to tho facte coming from the witness. It Is 
merely a certification of facts which oxlst in contemporaneous 
documents available to the Defense and whloh are merely too 
bulky to bring Into court. 
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3Y HR. HZN8X0FF: 

•L Now, Mr. Witness, having shown you NI-15229 I now ask 
you, in your position as the responsible head of the proouro- 
** nt of food for I.G. Auschwitz, did you or did you not 
;now that 900 inmates euffored so severely from phlegmona 
and edema that they wero sent from the hospital ward at Mon- 
owitz to Auschwitz-3irkenau? 

A No, I didn't know that. 

* Do you know, Hr. Witness, whethor edema and phlegmona 
are the result of lack of sufficient nourishment? 

A Yos, I know; for two years now I heve known that that ' 

Is so. 

Q, Mr. Witness, as the responsible head of tho proouromont 
of food, did you know that of the 17,000 Inmates working at 
1.0. *usohwitz, 1000 In the last two y*ars were sent from I.G. 
Auschwitz to Auschwitz-Blrkenau because of weakness and 
collapse? 

A I didn't know that. 

1 Mr. Witness, can you state as a person who has concemod 
himself with procurement of food for thousands and thousands 
of workers, other than lack of food; what causes weakness 
and collapse? 

DR. 8EIDL; I object to the question. 

THE COi: ISSI0N2R; *ho objection will be noted. 

BY HR. MIHSK0F7; 
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i In other words — well, I v;n't even press that 
question then. M**. Witness, Is It your testimony today that 
even though you were the nan responsible for all the food pro¬ 
cured in I.G. Auschwitz, that almost 60 per cent of the 
concentration cprap inmates that you were feeding could bo 
shipped from the hospital ward of Monowitz to "uschwltz- 
Slrkenau because of weakness, collapse and hunger edema without 
any of it coming to your attention? 

A I never knew about that. Whether my assistants know 
about that I don't know, but In any case not one of them told 
me about it. 

DR. SEIDL: I object to this question and I want It 
stricken from the record. If the Proso utlon roforrod to 
document N1-15229, against which I registered an-objection, 
then I must point out that such a ratio cannot oven oe soon 
from the affidavit of tho Prosooutlon. 

MR. MTN8K0FF: ‘ r he document speaks for Itself. 

3Y MR. MIUSKOFF: 

q Mr. ^ltnoss, In 1943 there was Introduced oy 1.0. 
Faroen a system of threo feeding groups for foreign workors. 
Isn't that so? 

A I don't remember the details but I know that such a 
system was Installed. 

4 Well, Mr. Witness, Isn't It a fact that under thlo 
system all foreigners were Initially placed in what was known 
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ae a second feeding group? 

A As far as I remember, yes. 

1 ^nd isn't it also a fact that this second feeding 
group consisted of the so-called normal, legal ration rpovided 
by the government for foreign workers? 

A If I remember correctly, Group 2 did not receive normal 
rations out received rations for hard laborers. 

i Assuming they aro hard workers, the normal ration for 
hard workers is provided by law for foreign handworkers? 

A *oe. 

«i An right. Now, Mr. Vltness, those foreign workers 
who had a sufficiently good output, they went into the first 
feeding group; isn't that so? 

A I don t know what was the oasis for putting them into 
Category 1. I can’t remember exactly oocause It was only for 
a short time. 

Veil, as a matter of fact, It was in effoct for about 
six to nlno months, was It not? 

A x es, on the books, out actually most of the foromen 
didn't cooperate and as a matter of principle put all tho 
foreign workers Into Group 2. 

* !!ow, .lr. "ltness, did you or did you not tell tho 
Prosecution in a statement under oath that all foreign workers 
who were sent to -uechvitz were first classified in the second 
feeding group and if their output w-s very satisfeatory they 
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were out into the first group? 

A Tell, I said here, If his output was very good he was 
put into Group 1; if his output was very bad, into Group 3, 
Howaver, this system didn't prove to .e efficient in practice 
■*nd was abandoned after a short time because the foremen 
hardly ev r put people into Group 1 or Group 3. 

< Nov, Mr. "ltnoss, will you tell the Court where you 
obtained tho food which enabled you to give extra rations to 
those in Group 1? ^ 

* As I already mentioned, the food rations for hard 
laborers and thoso working long hours were provided by law. 
'ihereforeV we w.uld havo been obliged under the law to give tho 
law to give tho worker food In accordance with tho work ho 
performed. However, wo did not do that but we wantod to give 
to certain groups of foreigners an average food ration. If 
now, on the basis of inferior output, tho worker received 
only tho food rations that ho was entitled to according to the 
fact that he worked long hours. It was only In accordance with 
the law, since wo were oy law not permitted to give him rations 
for hard labor since ho was ot a hard laborer. Now, thlB 
difference we gave to those people whose output was satis¬ 
factory whereby they were entitled to additional food rations. 

« Lac r s get this perfectly clear, Mr. Witness. The second 
group received Initially the normal ration, which was duo to 
persons who worked hard, which Is the heavy ration. You Just 

1W»08 





11 Kay 1948-K-KSI>-7-l2—23-Goldberg (Reischer) 

W>mraleslon Court VI ' • 

• • • ■ * 

• • ^ 

testified to that. 

A *ee. T ' ' 

< So those persona who remained In Croup 2 received 

» . t !• | • I • * 4 » • • I . 

the full ration of hard workers. Now, those person? who go 
into Group 1, in addition to the hard workers' ration, they 
get something more, do they not? 

A As far as I still remember today, yes. 

% So that in order to give those persons more, others 
who were working in Ghoup 2 must be reduoed below,that normal 
ration for hard workers and put into Group 3 whoro they 
got less than the amount provided by law. 

A I would like to state very clearly that the cause for 
this system was not to give bonusos to people In order to 
rasle thoir : efflbtenoy,- out it was more to^give those pooplo 
who remained on efficiency l^vel below tho normal only that 
to which they were entitled by law. 

«* Thank you. That is what I am trying to find out. Now, 

•• - a 

If a man is engaged in oorrylng cement saoks that weigh a 
hundred pounds, ho remains In the same commando carrying 100 
pound coment saoks regardless of whether he is Group 1, 2 or 

' Tea 

3; lan 1 t that right? 

A To this I can ot say yes, because I don't remember 

the details of actual labor allocation at the construction 

V k * l, * • r f * a * #•***• t! *" Y, r* # w a hi .i > AT** 

site and how the people were actually omployed. 

4 I am not asking for details, Hr. Witness. This Is a 

V * * # . . . ^ ; i 1 . ‘ T* S? ^ * * f ^ a N I « ^ ^ » • » s ► * *1 

fundamental question I am putting to you. These classifications 
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1, 2 and 3 referred only to output and never referred to the 
nature of the work; whereas the German law for hard workers 
only refers to the nature of the work. Now, isn't that 
correct? 

A I don't think so, nor do I believe that that is so, 
as far as I renember. 

ft Did you consider a hard worker a person whose output 
you were satisfied with or a person who was doing what they 
oall hard laoor, like carrying pipes or coraont sacks? 

A I cannot this question with certainty, but I would say 
that a man carrying cenent sacks was probably automatically 
put into Group 1. 

% That was regardless of output? 

A I can only repeat that 1 was r.ot familiar with the 
question of labor allocation in detail, 

V Won* <*i<* you know more aoout it when y:u gave 
Prosecution the affidavit saying that it dopendcd up.ofl -.rtfrtnar 
the work was satisfactory and not on what they were doing? 

A We 11, to this I suppose I must say that ; •.•ndfmtojd 
the concept output - efficiency - in a different .. 

* Thank you. Now, Mr. Witness, in your _ i, on 

strt?d in Document 110 Duorrfeld, D 0C uraent Book 3$, that 
In the couree of your repeated inspections of the plant sites 
you never observed dead inmates lying there. 

A I never saw dead Inmates, 

mi* 
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^ Now, Hr. Witness. Isn't It a fact that In the evening 
when the inmates were narching away from the building site you 
could see some of them being carried by others? 

A Here I would like to refer you to ny interrogation whicl 
I have here. 

4 How, «r. Witness, the question is simple and if you 
understood the question I believe you could answer it. T 
don't want to know what the document says, I want to Snow 
what you are going to say. The question 7 put'^to you i z 
isn't it a fact that you could 6ee inmates b««:ig carried by 
other inmates when they marched away from tne building site? 

A -66, that is true. I saw that out I would like to 
correct or, rather, supplement ray statement. 

h All we have oof ore tho Court now is your ar-wer rhet 
you have seen them. Please Mr. Witness-. 

DR. SSIDL* Objection. **r. Conmiosicner 1 
to ask thet the witness oe gl en the opportunity tv 'r 

his ansscr, 

TH2 CO!GiISSTONSR; les, the witness can 

A On Pago 5 of tho affidavit that I execitc* 

''rosecution, I said tho following; B I saw that •. ;l*. • umng 
when they were marching away from the construotiJ.: ::,j cf 
Farcen, several of the inmates frequently supported eac:« 
other and also that inmates, of which it could not be said 
whether or not they were still alive since thoy wore lying 
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there ps though they were dead, were carried on stretchers 
by their comrades." The tine at which I saw that is Important 
here. 

Q Now, H r . Witness, as to the time, it Is completely 
Irrelevant. The question before this Court is — If there 
are any other questions counsel want to raise they can 
raise them — is whether you In fact said and whether thla 
was true that you could s*e these Inmates being carried on 
streohers by their fellow lnm-tes and because they were lying 
about lifeless you couldn't even tell wBther they were still 
alive. That is a true strtement, is it not? 

DR. 8EIDL: Objection. Mr. Gonmiaslonor, I would, urgently 
n *h that the Witness be given the opoortunity to comolote 
his answer. I definitely do not agree with tho Proeeoutlon 
that the time at whloh he saw that Is Irrelevant. 

BY 13*. HTNSKOFF: 

3 Dr. Seidl will havo all the opportunity on redirect 
to ask any questions as to timo or other things whloh ho thinks 
might protect his client. For the purpose of the Prosecution 
the question merely was: did he see these th'ngs occur, and 
If he wants to change hie statement he Is perfectly free t# 
do so. 

A ‘'hen these Inmates marched away from the construction 
site at night I saw inmates being supported by their comrades 
and also some of them that were carried on stretchers. In 
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answer to the question that you Just asked rae, whether they 
were dead, I said that It vpb Impossible to see whether they 
were still alive or not. A hey were lying on their stretchers 
as though they were dead. 

* r hank you. that Is an answer. Now, Hr. Witness, 

In your affidavit, Paragraph 2 of the same document, you 
state that it didn't come to your knowledge that I.G. imposed 
any worse working conditions upon the inmates than upon other 
workers. Now, I am not sure that I understand that statement. 

So you mean that the conditions which were Imposed upon other 
workers were equally bad? Is that what you mean? 

A No, but in general I did not hear anything about the 
fact that the labor conditions of inmates were worse than 
those of other workers. 

h Well, the reas9n I asked that question Is, for example 
the Eastern wornen workers were «osignod to doing earth 
work, •hovelling of dirt. Now, were you thljJcing of these 
workers when you stated inmates were no worse off? 

A I don't understand that question. 

* Well, there were Eastern women workers who were assigned 
to do heavy digging work, shovelling dirt. Now, were you 
thinking of women doing that kind of heavy work when you stated 
that the inmates were no worse off? 

A There Is no comparison possible, as far as I know, 
because I didn't see any women among the lnmate3. 
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< Mr. Witness, nay I ask you a final question? Is 
It ture that you saw lnnatee In a poor physical condition 
carrying heavy sacks of concrete weighing a hundred pounds 
each? Is that true or is It not? 

A I never saw them carrying cement sacks. In my affidavit, 
It say8 only that * heard about the fact that they were carry¬ 
ing cement sacks. 

* Well, when you say you henrd about it, you are not 
referring to after the war; during the time that you were at 
1.0. Auxchwitz you h ard they were carrying cement sacks? 

A *ea. 

* that Inmates in poor physlcla condition wero doing 

that? 

A I didn't mean that in connection with the carrying of 
cement sacks, out I v ftB asked what sort of condition these 
inmates wore In that I saw. I said that the Inmates Initially 
were in bad physical condition but I believe that there was 
9 change for the better lotor on. 

MR. 11TNSK0FF: Th’re will be no further questions for 
the Prosecution. 

DR. SZIDL; Mr. Commissioner, I have some questions on 
redirect, if you will permit me. 

RZD T RZCT EXAM TliAT ION 

BY DR. SZIDL: 

< rir. Witness, you were asked oy the Prosecution whether 
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Camp A was under the Jurisdiction of the SS and you 
answered yes. Did I understand you correctly to say that? 

A As far as I know, yes. 

i You were further asked whether the food of the 
free foreign workers was supervised by I.G. Far'oen. 

Now I should like to ask you; Xere the food rations for 
mermans and foreign workers chosen by Far ben or by some 
other authorities? 

A I oeg your pardon. *ou mean the rations? 

4 I mean the amount of rations.’ 

A I'hat was Issued by the authorities. 

v* D ld the authorities also provide regulations to deter¬ 
mine who was to be a hprd laborer and who was to work 
long hours? 

A According to low every worker on the construction alto 
was supposed to oe classified according to whether he was 
a hard laborer or working long hours. In the Interest of 
all the employees on the construction site, in the course 
of our negotiations with the Oewerberat, we frequently tried 
end w?re also successful in getting a general allotment of 
80 par cent for hard laborers and 20 per oent for workers of 
long hours. If a general extra ration for heavy workers 
had been asked for, we would have gotten only a 55 per cent 
addition. 

4 In the fixing of food rations did the authorities make 
a difference between Eastern workers and other foreign workers? 
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Is that correct? 

A Y e s, at leret at the beginning. 

«• D id Fargen have any influence on this distinction be¬ 
ing made? 

A In no way. I only remember that Kerr Relnhold frequently 
cried to get Eastern workors, Polish workers and all the other 
foreign workers into one category. 

Q Do you remen'oer whether or not the Department of Supply 
and Equipment of Farben-Auschwltz ever tried to alleviate 
this as such unjustified difference between Eastern workors 
and Farben workers, that is to say, within the department, 
internally? 

A I know that efforts in that direction were made. To 
what extent they wore successful, I don't know. That there 
ware possibilities for such action, that is known, because we 
had huge stocks of vegetables and potatoes; the amounts were 
hundrods of tons above the actually allocated amounts. Further¬ 
more, we received ready-made soups by the carload which wo 
were able to get ration-free. 

si You wore further asked by the Prosecution whether the 
Eastern Workers lecelved breakfast and now I should like to ask 
you, was not perhaps the reason for the fact that r.o break¬ 
fast menu for Eastern work rs could be made out beoause three 
categories of efficiency had been established, and it was only 
because of lack of space and to snve money that the cold food 
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rations for Eastern workers were put on a separate sheet 
which Is not contained in the documents of Prosecution or 
Defense? 

A Whether this Is the 'eason or not, I don't know, but 
rerae-nber one thing, that In every kitchen tho menu was on 
the bulletin board and it aslo Included the breakfast; that Is 
to say, If the menu for the Eastern workers only shows soup 
and dinner and no breakfast, then probably there must have been 
an Inclusive breakfast menu on the bulletin ooant'Vhlch probably 
also Included Poles, and so forth, and was made out in throo 
categories. 

•* Witness, you were further asked by the Prosecution who 
received extra ratline for heavy labor and extra rations for 
extensive hours. Now, I for ay part would like to ask you, was 
it not significant that these extra rations wore given only 
to those people who actually performed hard labor or worked 
long hours and that they were of course not glvon to those 
who for Instance, were slackers? 

A You mean putting them nto groups? 

3 *es, that is what I mean. 

A Well, I said that before. I answered that question 
oefo e, that It was the slackers who actually gave us the 
Idea of using that system. 

i *hen ‘ou were asked about the differences In food alloca¬ 
tions between Inmates and foreign workers on the one hand, and 

the German workers on the other hand. Now I'd like to ask you 
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the following; If you conpare the food given to inmates and 
foreign workers with the calories that, for Instance, today 
in 1948 a normal civilian receives, what is the result? 

HR. KINSJCOPF: Mr. Commissioner, the Prosecuti n objects 
o the question. This witness has shown by his testimony that 
ne hasn't got the slightest idea «f what meals constitute 
how many calories. We showed him menus completely apart on 
the contents of the food and he testified tht.t one had 2400 
calories and ono had 2500 calories. He has demonstrated by 
his own words he hasn't the slightest idea of how to figure 
calories on the basis of food received. 

DR. SSIDL; I am afraid I didn't understand. 

MR. HXN8K0FF: The objection Is that I qu 'stloned this 
man as an expert; that this man, oy hie previous answers, 
has completely disqualified himself es an expert. He testified 
that Eastern work-rs received 24C0 to 2500 calorios and that 
Oerraan civilian workers received 2600 calories on the basis 
of menus which were thousands of calories apart. 

THE WITNESS: May I say something? 

DR. SEIDL: Prosecution probably didn't quite understand 
the question, but I don't believe that that is very important. 
x he witness has testified in his capacity as hood of a main 
department in the Auschwitz plant of the Faroen Industry, to 
which field or work among others also belonged the food alloca¬ 
tions. Now, if there Is an expert in this field, apart from 
the head of the supply department, it must be this witness; 
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out apart from that, r an convinced that it isn't neces’sary 
to be more of an export in ox*der to realize the difference bo- 
tween the food of I.G. Auxchwltz in 1942 to 1945 and the food 
rations which the German civilian population receives today, 

-o also have to perform work on this food. 

TH3 COMMISSIONER; Your objection will berated in the re¬ 
cord, so lot the witness proceed. 

A I would correct myself in connection with the documents, 
•he caloric figures that I mentioned were certainly not based 
on the menus before me but on rations which were the official 
food allocations for 1943 and 1944. 

3Y DR. S3IDL; 

3 Would yeu please answer ray question, Dr. Savelsocrg? 

*hat was the question concerning the comparison between the 
food of the lnnrteo and foreign workers from 1942 to 1945 
In I.G. Jl u8chwltz, with the food of the German population 
in 1948. 

A Nell, the fool of the Inmates was certainly twice as 
good as that received today. For instance, per day por man 
In ^arap 4 we Issued at. luast one kilogram of potatoes. Furthoi^- 
core, an innate received in one period - that is during any 
four weeks- as a heavy laborer 1600 grams of meat; as a long 
hour worker, 1200 grpos of moat. °oth rations were put into 
a pool in order to be able to issue them to all inmates. They 
further got 800 grams of margarine, 13,600 grams of oread, 

1M19 



li Mpy IS48-M-HSIV 7-12-04-GolJoerg (Reischer) 
Court VI COMMISSION 


osld/is 5 liters of skin allk for one whole period. 

•* Witness, do you by any chance know by heart how uioh 
raeat a German civilian received during May of this y»ar? 

A 1 believe that during May nothing has yet been called 
up In ray province. 

% 0o you know that in the American 2 one the population, 
during the whole month of Hay — 

MR. HIHSXOFF: *he Prosecution objects to Dr. Seldl's 
testlraony. 

THE WITNESS: I don t know that. 

BY DR. SEIDL; 

Witness, you were further Rskod — 

THE CO!C:iSSTONER: Now, we have only got about four or 
five ralnutos. Can we finish In that tine? 

DR. S2IDL: Yes, I oelleve I can finish In five minutes, 
THE COMMISSIONER: Hay It short and snappy. 

DR. SEIDL: *es, Your Honor. 

BY DR. SEIDL: ^ - *' C 

h Witness, you were further asked whother you saw that 
Inmates were carried out from the plant. Will you please tell 
me when you saw that and how frequently? 

A x hat must have been at the end of 1941, beginning of 
1942, when ray office was still at the Xrakauer Strasse 25, 
which was the adn nlstratlve office. In the morning and in 
the evening lnoatcs would march by there and then I Spw that. 
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Later on when I went to the construction site, I aid not see 
anything of that and ay offices «ere no longer a' close 
to the plant so that I couldn't notice. 

« Now, when you saw that in 1941 and 19^2, -as that still 
at the time when the inmates were housed in the concentration 
camp "uschwitz and had to march back and forth from the camp 
every day? 

A I e6, that was at this time. 

3 D ld you see anything like that when *,ha inmates had 
moved into Camp 4? 

A I already saw that when I came to the construction 
site; later on I never noticed anything of these things. 

A Calculating from the food rations, there must have 
been about 30,000. 

In such a case could it not have boon possible In the 
epee of German heavy laborers and free foreign workers that 
because of on accident in the plant they had to support each 
other? 

A Well, that may be possible, out I didn't see that. I 
don't remember. 

-i You were further asked about the way the Inmates looked 
and their physical condition. Did all theso Inmates outwardly 
look the same, or were there differences? 

A I, myself, could not ascertain any detailed dlfforonoes 

since I novor was ’n direct contact with Inmates, and when 

I went through the construction site I only saw their uniforms 
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and their eyes and their hair, and that gave me a sort of 
uniform picture. 

«c D ld the outward appearance of the Inmates change for 
the better or for the worse In the course of the years? 

A The general impression was, in my opinion, a much 
better one. • » 

If you compare the outward appearance of the Inmates 
in the later years with the outward appearance of the average 
German workers In the factories today, what would be the 
result of your comparison? 

A I must say that In part the German workers today has 
a worse outward appiaranco. 

< Now, two concluding questions: You v:ro the head of 
tho commercial department; la that right? 

A Yos. 

Q Did you also take part in the main department head 
conferences which took plrce overy Monday? 

A i oe, In general, yes. 

% ‘*111 you descrlo® very briefly how those conforencec- 

MR. 11INSXOFF: Walt a minute. There Is noth* ^.g before 
the Commission which makes that proper redirect examination. 
He Is Just wasting time and ouruenlng tho record. Wo 
have never asked him aoout any conferences on cross exanlnr.tl 
and you are going into a brand new field now, 

DR. S2IDL: I withdraw my question and would like to put 

another question Instead of that one. 

1U22 


S Hay 1948-H-MSD-?-18-37-G©ldberg (Relcchar) 
urt Vi, COMMISSION 

3Y DH. SZIDL: 

k The Proseuctlon asked you a'oout food given to inmates 
and foreign workers. Did the plant management ever give 
any orders which would result in inhuman treatment of the 
.orkers especially In connection with the food given to them, 
and what could you say in general about the spirit In which 
these instructions by the plant management were given? . 

A ^uch instructions were never given. On the contrary, 
they would have beer entirely contrary to tna ebcial conscience 
of the plant nangon.»r.t. From oy work In *uschwltz I know that 
It was Just Dr. D udrr feld who was concerned very much with tno 
quality of thr- food end the auantity. It was al-ays ho who 
gpve flr-t advice concerning tho procurement cf food and its 
utilization. 

Da. 8SIDL: Mo further questions: 

KR. 1I7M8L0FF; Kr. Commissioner, nay I havo Just two 
nlnutoe? 

THE CO;aiS3rOKb> : i don t think you are going to uso 
two minutes. , 

HR. illHSKOFP: Just two ainut.-s. Mr. Conmiesionsr. 

THE C0.l:IS3I021ER You will Juet open ;.p another field 
and I think we have e*vor>d everything. 

MR. MINItSOFF: 1 premise to be very, very short. 

3T MR. MIN8KOFF; 

k «r. w itnoss, when you answered the quistione about 

calorics, wore you basing your figures on the official flguros 
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on the official figures you were holding In your hand or 
on the Faroen menus which we handed to you? 

A On these official figures here. 
h Not on the Faroen menus? 

A No. 

HR. HINSKOFF; Thank you. No further questions. 
THE COMMISSIONER: We will recess until 1:45. 

(A recess was taken until 1345 hours.) 
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191*8 


19 April 

191*8 


20 April 

191*6 


20 April 

191*8 


21 April 

191*8 


21 April 

191*8 


23 April 

191*8 

A 

2e April 

191*8 


26 April 

191*8 


26 April 

191*8 


27 April 

19LB 


29 April 

191*8 


29 April 

191*8 

& 

30 April 

191*8 


29 April 

191*8 

& 

30 ..prll 

191*8 


30 April 

151*, 



5 bay 19W * 

6 hay 191*8 

3 bay 191*8 
3 key 191*8 
3 kay 191*8 * 

1* kay 19 13 
l Uy 191*8 
1* bay 19U3 
1* May 19 1£ 

5 bay 191*8 

6 kay 191*8 * 

7 bay 191*8 
10 bay 191*8 
10 kay 191*8 
10 bay 191*8 

10 bay 191*6 4 

11 bay 19 i£ 

11 bay 191*8 

h, fll bay 191*8 
7 Hi bay 191*8 
10 bay 191*8 


Nase_of »Hnes£ 

baiter Marllaont 
Kurt Krueger 
Karl Weber 
Paula aster 
Ernst Struss 

Christian Zahn 

« ■ 

Bernhard Sohoener 
Adalbert Peindal 
Josef Grobel 
Gustav Pistor 
Eeil de Haas 
Heinrich Schuh 
Hoinrioh Sohindler 
a « 

Walter Klkuth 
Hans Sauor 
Wllhols Duellbcrg 
Theo Goldschr.ldt 
..ntoa Roithlnger 

Rudolf von Sorotty 

q an 

Rudolf Schsidt 

q q 

N I 

Wolfgang Alt 
Carl Gadow 
Kurt Hartcnnn 

q q 

Frit* Dion 
Kurt Slsfeld 


Wax Winkler 
Frits Blrsoh 
Ernst Krasohwski 
Fran* Fuerstenberg 

Hoinz Savoleborg 
Karl Ruascholdt 
Relnhold 

Friodrich Selchor 


OffioUl_?rnnscript 

10875-10907 
11128-11163 
11165-11175 
11177-11199 
11293-H338 
> lll*U*-lll90 , 
11587-11612 
11706-11723 
11827-1181*1 
1181*2-11860 
11861-11878 
12098-12128 
12129-1211*0 
12337-12370 
12707-12777 
121*61-12108 
12500-12512 
12598-12621 
12871-12909 
12910-12953 
13075-13092 
12951*-12960 
13065-13075 
13093-13133 
13620-13629 
13651-13719 
1321*6-13265 
13271-13291 
13292-13316 
13142-131*50 
131450 - 131*60 
131*61-131*79 

i3i*e 0 - 131*89 


13861-13891 
11*173-11*181 
11*195-11*209 
11 * 210 - 11*220 
11*221-11421*5 
11*377-11*381* 
11*387-11*1*21* 
11*1*25-11*1*39 
11*1*1*0-11*1*55 
11*182-11491* 


Adolf Taub 

Ernst Struss (for Pros.) 
Werner Schnlts 
n ■ 


13566-13619 

13720-13735 


During the said proceedings the following exhibits have 
been offered in evidence* 
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Exhibit 

*I_Ko. 

2302 

PS -2353 c 

2303 

L79 

23 Ol; 

.11*036 

2305 

11*0314 

2306 

15070 

2307 

11*236 

2309 

11232 

2311 

15062 

2312 

15063 

2311 

11*257 

2315 

13521* 

2316 

11256 

2317 

11251 

2318 

11252 

2319 

11*011* 

2320 

11*039 

2321 

13081* 

2328 

10532 

2329 

1C528 

2323 

10907 

2330 

13525 

2331 

15021 

2332 

5763 

2333 

1511*5 

2331* 

1511*6 

2335 

861*7 

233* 

15132 

2337 

1511* 

2336 

11*093 

2339 

13531* 

23LO 

15215 

23LI 

15260 

2312 

15173 

23L5 

231*6 

gs 

2352 

15290 

2353 • 

15296 



11185 

nl*76 

111*82 

118JU 

new 

12615 

12616 
12706 

12733 

12878 

12915 

12921 

12923 

12927 

12933 

1291*2 

13106 

13111 

13126 

13620 

13286 

13728 

13730 

11*382 

11392 

do hereby oortlfy that tho 


I, tho undersigned Cocslssloner 
aforesaid offlolnl transorlpt pages oonprlso a full, truo and oorroot 
report of suoh proceedings, tostinony and evldenoo hoard ond reoordod 
theroin before i». 

% 

Dated at hurnberg, Germny, kay 28, 19l*8. 


Ccixilssloner of Tribunal No. 6 ( 








11 May U3-A-MB-15-1-Gaylor d (Int. Juolich) 

Ccxirt Ho. VI, Case No. VI - Ccraission 

AF1CUC0N SESSION 

(Tho Cenaission rcconvonod at lljOO hours, 11 jlcy 191,8.) 

TE ! : ARSHAL: Tho Cawissinn is again in session. 

DR. BOETTCHER (for Krcuch): Hr. Corals si onor, tho dofonso for 
Dr. Nr an eh cckoa available Dr. Karl Runsclioldt for cross examination 
concerning Kranch Docuaont Ho. 1* which boars tho N o. UO. Hay tho wit- 
oass bo sorted? 

THE 03MMISSI0JER: Wo will swoar tho witnoss first. 

DP. CARL RCMSCHEIDT, a witnoss, took tho-rftond end testified 
as follows: 

THE COH'ISSIONER: Tho witnoss will stand and raiso his right 
hand and repoat aftor no tho following oath: 

I swoar by Ood, tho Almighty and Onnisoiont, that I will spook 
tho puro tmth and will ac^t and add nothing. 

(Tho witness ropoatod tho oath.) 

TIE CCISaSSION'r’: You nay bo seated. 

U7TXT EXAMINATION 

31 DR. BOETTCHER: 

Q Dr. Russchoidt, you oxocutod an affidavit for thj (tofonso 
of Profossor Krouch. It is dated tho 10 Hovtnbor 19U7 and boors tho 
Xrauch Doocamt No. h and has boon subaittad as such to tho Tribunal. 

It boars tho Exhibit Nunbor Krauch No. 1*0. You Just roroad tho affi¬ 
davit end T vculd liko to ask yew whothor you wish to add anything or 
change ajxything in this affidavit? 

A Except for tho listing of two furtlnr nan os I havo no 
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alterations to make. Those are naaos of a nan whan re got out of prison 
in Franco, and names of Gorman engineers who supported us in cur wrk in 
Franco. 

Q To which paragraph in tho affidavit do yoi wish to mako this 

addition? 

A This concerns No. 5. 

Q Ploaso aako your stater aits now. 

A 7t has boon stated that we released a French onginoor fran 
prison in Taxlouso. Tho naio of this onginoor is Onginoor Tichard fran 
Canptoir Frenoais do L 1 A so to. The none a of tho onginoors who supported 
us in our work bolongod to Point No. It. Tho so are onginoor Thiosson 
and onginoor Baouorloj Enginoor Thiosson of tho Doutscho Vacuum Ool- 
gosollschaft in Hamburg, and Diplcr Enginoor Rouachlo of Rhonanin-Ossag 
in Hamburg. 

Q Tou havo no further additions or changos to mako? 

% 

A No. 

‘ Q In that caso I yield tho witness to tho prosocution. 

CTT-SS EXAM NATION 

HI HR. HE* AN: 

Q Ur. Witness, your affidavit rofors to nitrogon plants in 
Franco, Bolgium and Holland. This cross examination will bo confinod 
to tho nitrefon plants in Holland Airing tho war. Will you toll us first 
whan you Beds your stetaaont on nitrogon plants in Holland? k, hat was 
tho source of your information? 

A Tho explanations about tho Dutch nitrogen inAistry woro given 
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in ay affidavit. I supposed nysel? on 37 notes from tho year 191*2 end 

a • 

’1*3. Ihoso aro notes which woru made dir in g our daily work. They vroro 
sot down ovary day or ovory month. 

Q Do yew know tho main Dutch nitrogen plants and thoir develop¬ 
ment diring tho war from your orm knowledge? 

A Diring ny activity I visitod those plants ropoatodly. 

^ Mow yew said Professor "rauch succeeded in preventing tho 
oxo cut ion of tho plan of Goman military authorities to dismanfclo idlo 
nitrogon plants in other ccwntrioo and in Holland. Do you know tho most 
outstanding Ditch nitrogon plants by nano? 

A Yjs. Tho largest ones aro tho Stato Minos—Stoatsainon—in 
Limburg; tho noxt ono is tho Hokog, noar Amsterdam; and tho third ono is 
Sluiskil on tho Tomouron or rial. 

Q That nano is spollod S-L-U-I-S-K-I-L. Now is it truo that 
tho Sluiskil plant was doprivod of wachinory, oquipaont and goods weigh¬ 
ing noro than 21 * million ixwnds. 

A I wcwld like to answer as follows: At tho beginning of tho 

war tho Sluiskil plant was inactivated bocauso of artillery activity. 

/ 

This stato still (oclstod in 191*1. On instructions by Profossor Krauch, 
wo undertook to roactivato this plant. Thoroforo it was nocos 8 ary to 
obtain tho r.ocossary raw notcrials fras tho caapotont authorities of 
tho Raich Cemisaar in tho HathorL-nds, such as coal, oloctricity, and 
so forth. 

Q Hill yew pioaso try to just ansiror ny question which road: 
whether or not it is truo that this Sluiskil plant was doprivod of 
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aachinory, oquipcont, and goods weighing moro than 2h million poinds. 
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A I do not know too weight. I can Ky nothing about that. 

Tho fact is that in 19L3 the plant vas dismantled, 

Q Non is it not truo that thcoo machinoa, oquipnont, and 
goods noro primarily shipped to Far bon plants all o\cr Ocraany? 

A Tho disaantlod machines woro dolivorod portly to a Belgian 
nitrogen plant, partly to a IXitch nitrogen plant, and partly to a pimbor 
of plants in Germany which did not directly bolong to I, 0, Farbon. Ap 
an example, 1st ao neao tho nitrogen plant Hibernia; anothor oxanplo is 
tho nitrogen plant Lins. 

Q That do yen aoan by "rwt directly enmod by Ii G. Fcrbon?" 

A J noan such plants in Jhic h I. 0. Farbon did not have tho 

majority sharo; cdthor thoy had no influenco on thoao firms at all, or 

• • 

thoy did not havo tho majority. 

Q "hat about tho Lin* plant you Just nontionod? 

A Tho Lins plant vas ovmod and built at tho ordors of tho 
partnors of tho nitrogen syndicate. They foundod it together. 

Q Just toll no I. G. Farbon's ah»ro in this plant, if you hap¬ 
pen to know. 

A Unfortunately, I cannot say that booauso I do not know that 

figuro. 

Q How ycu will bo shown a list prepared by Sluiskil after tho 

liberation cf Holland, da tod Doc<ubor 10, 19ii$. Tho list is signod by 

tho coanaroial manager of Sluiskil, Hr. Van Don Borg, V-A-N-D-E-N-B-E-R-0. 

Did you happen to know Hr. Van Don Borg? 

A J know his nose. 1 might havo soon him sotso timo; at any 
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rato, I did [not have personal contact with hie. 

Q This list is ontitlod "list of locipiunts Indicating tho Not 
Sato por Carload or por Sorgo of Kach ^hipaent." This list is attached 
to an affidavit; both tho affidavit and tho list attachod thoroto boar 
tho III ID. U&O and will go in as Exhibit 2354 for identification only. 
Non tho list pirports to show thovoight and kilo gran of tho machinory 
and equipment a hip pod to variais Fcrbon plants. Now taking up just a 
very fan of tho noro inportent itcas, do you rcoonbor a shipsont of more 
than two clllion four hindrod thaisand kilo grans, (hat is about fivo 
nillion poinds of cxpiip^nt of I. 0. Farbon, Hoydobrock? 

A 1 do not kno/ tho figures listod hero bocauso v/han shipping 
machines and apparatus free Sluiakil, tho Oobochon had no lnfluonco on 
shipping niachinos and oquipaont. 

Q Do you roaenbor a shipwmt of nachlnory of 360,000 kilo grans 
to I. Q. Farbon, Wolfon-Bittorfuld? 

A I oust give thu sax. answor to this quostion too. I do not 
know those figures bocauso wo did not iiavo any lnfluonco concerning thoso 
consignoonts. 

Q Now casing to tho part of tho list ontitlod "Anoricon Zono." 
Do you raaenbor a shipaont of about throo end ono-half Billion pounds to 
Stickstoff-aork Lins? 

A 7 soo tho figure listod horo, but I cannot state my opinion on 

this. 

C Vo yai know whothur other Dutch nitrogen plants woro subjoctod 
to tho sane troatoent? 
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A ; That do you ooan by “othor nitrogen plants?" 

Q Exactly whet I said: othor nitrogen plants in Holland. 

A During tho tiao of ny activity in Holland, no othor nitrogen 
plants Hero dismantled. 

Q Do yew know whothor tho Dutch plant Sluiskil, which wo Just 
discussed, had ovor rocoivod ary paynont for such equipaont, nachinory 
and goods? 

A This fact is not known to no. I noroly know that tho Belgian 
group of the nitrogen plant of Sluiskil rofusod to accopt payment, and 
that tho Italian group who owned tho majority of tho sharos did not want 
any paynont but they did roquost that tho apparatus and tho machinoa 
would bo broight back to Sluiskil aftor tho war and sot up again. 

Q And do you knew whothor this roquost was boing ctmpjlod 
with at tho tiao? 

A I cannot answor that quostion oithor bocauso thorottlomont 
of thoso questions was not handlod by tho Sbbcchco but by tho Roich 
Ministry of Econoaics or by tho porsons of tho fim WIFO, which was coo- 
nisslonod by tho Raich HinisW of Econcnics to carry this ait. 

Q Now whon saying in your affidavit that through tho of forts 
of Profossor Xrauch, dianantliag of Dutch plants was provontod, did you 
mention tho Sluiskil plant in this connoctlon? If so, p}oaso ref or do 
to tho spot whoro you say so. 

A fy tostinony rofors to air efforts in tho yoar 19U2 in order 
to koop tho nitrogen plant in Sluiskil In operation. Aftor wo had suc- 
coodcd in getting tho plant roady for oporation, oio month later an air 
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attack took place which inactivatod the plant, a second attack occurred 
one month lator at the ond of July 19U2. In spito— 

Q I just asked you if ycu mentioned tho fact tho Sluiskil was 
dismantled in ycur affidavit. If so, ploaso refer mu to tho paragraph 
vhoro you state it. 

A No, I did not nontion that fact. 

Q Do you know how much nitrogen \ras shippod from tho occupiod 
v*catom territory to Gormany Airing tho war? 

A Tho figuros in front of bo say tho followings frem Bolgium 
to Gernany 16,600 tons of nitrogon woro exported in tho shape of liquid 

Q Do you moan to Holland or fren Holland? 

A I an spoaking about tho figuros which woro exported from 

Belgium. Tho first figure of 16,6(X) tons was oxportod to Germany; a 

# 

aocond consigmont amounting to about 2,000 tons was oxportod to Franco. 
Franco nado foodstuffs availablo to Belgium in oxchango. A third con- 
sigrmont was oxportod to Holland and was made into fertilizers by tho 
Dutch nitrogon plants. Tho export of this nitrogen was noccssrry bo- 
causo in Bolgium..... 

Q Just a moment. I diAi't ask yew for that. You may olaborato 
on that if dofonso counsol c.-ros to ask you about it. Now ploaso toll rao 
hen; much nitrogon was shippod from Franco or Holland to Germany Airing 
tho war? 

A Jn as far as I know, no nitrogen was oxportod from Holland 
to Go many; from Bolgium, an amount of approximately 21,000 tons; ond 
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frco France, an anoint of approxinatoly 1,000 tons. 
Q I havo no further quostions. 


✓ 
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DR. BOETTCHER: Dr. Boottchor. 




IT EXAMINATION 


BY DP- 93STICKER: 

Q Dr. Runschaidt, at whoso suggestion end whoso order did tho 
iH Ttf nt H pg of Sluislcil telco, place ^ 

A Sluiskil was dtaiaantlod on instructions from tho Roichs Min¬ 
istry of Econcnics and vas approved by tho Roich Cconissar for tho 
Motherlands, who was can potent for tho final docision. 

Q Did Gobochan oxoreiso ary influ on co in this disnanflling 

no a sure 7 


A jobochaa had no possibility to ordor any dismantling noosuros 
Q *itnoss, ycxi ansnorod tho prosocutor's quostion concerning 
tho axport of nitrogen fran tho wostom torritorios, and you s to tod that 
16,000 tons woro oxportod to Qonaany. Plooso givo tho roasons why this 
export to Go many took placo. 

A As port of tho oxtonsion of tho prediction of nitrogon in 
Bolgiua throo plants, rather two plants wore sot up to start production 
and in. a third plant tho production of ciaaonta was inercasod consider¬ 
ably, yot no possibility oxistod ip nako furtilisor out of that canonic 
in tho country. Before tho war tho Bolgtan nitroeon indistry had suf¬ 
ficient anoints of sulphiric acid in order to ma!co fortilizor out of 
tho amenta. Aftor tho outbreak of tto war, this coo sod, so that tho 
qxcoss of canonic had to bo processed saaowhoro also. This was dono in 
Oorneny, in Franco, and in Holland. 


Q Did tho Dutch oconaay got 

1U34 


oxchango valuo for tho 


11 Hay U8-A-3-17-2-Spoars (Ini. Juolich) 
Court Ho. vt. Case No. VI - Camission. 


nitrogen whica was thus oade into fertilizer? 

A I do not rcncnber the sott l oao n t with Holland any longer. 

I mcntionod boforo inasfar as tho French sottloaont is concomod, that 
Franco rocoivcd a cortain aacunt of food, and agricultural products 
wero sent to Franco. 

Q Witness, nay I non put a lot tor to y<xi which Dr. Ostor, ono 
of tho defendants in this trial, wroto in July of 19U2 to Dr. von 
Schnitzlor, who is also c defondant. This lottor was oor.tionod by tho 
prosocution whon cross-examining Dr. Buotofisch. They introdicod it as 
Exhibit 2115. I givo you this lottor to road. Ploaso toll no whon you 
havo studied tho lottor and then I shall question ycu concoming it. 

It concorns tho export of nitrogen. 

Dr. hmschoidt, just 0 naaont. I want to put tho quostion 
first. This lottor nontions that tho intontlon wps discussod that about 
16,000 tons of "N" should bo brought to Gornnny free tho occupiod wostorn 
territory. According to tho figures givon to you, no such anoint is non-r 
tionod, nothing oven doso to it, and I thoroforo ask you to cconont on 
this lottor. 

A In tho middxo of tho yoar 19li2 a comaittoo from Berlin ap¬ 
peared in Belgian. I don't knew any joto uho sont thorn. Thoy jxit for¬ 
ward tho roquost that a largo anoint of nitrogon free Bolpiu® produc¬ 
tion should bo exportod to Ooraany. Tho ccnpetont authorities of tho 
military coa'andor in Bol'dun and I strongly objected to this roquost. 

For no tho consideration was docisivo that taking away largo amounts 
of nitrogon would paralyzo tho pro diction to a groat extent. Tho 
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competent authorities of the nilitary ccemndor in the dopartnont of 
food and agnculturo, wanted that all tho nitrogon prockicod In Bolgiun 
should bo kopt in tho country. Tho requests nado by Borlin ttoto actually 
not fulfilled. Tho cccrunica tion to Dr. Os tor, in ny opinion, is to bo 
oxplainod in tho following uannor. As chiof of tho Nitrogon Syndioato, 
ho had to consider hou tho nitrogon to bo importod from Bolgiuo was to 
bo distributed in Goraany. Dr. Ostor hinsolf never could oxorciso any 
influcnco on tho export free Bolgiun to Qcmany because this was a 
aattor handlod by the il oich author! tios end not ono handled by any 
private organisation. 

Q By "priveto organisation", which you Just nontionod, you 
aoan tho Nitrogon Syndicato, don't yew? 

A Tos. 

Q You said t:iat yew no longer renoabor who was in this caa- 
nittoo that cv&o to Bolgiua in ordor to handlo tho oxport of nitrogon? 

A No. 

Q Lot no ask you, was it connoctod with tho offico of tho 

Gobochcn? 

A pioaso ropoat tho question—I didn't quito undorstend. 

Q Had this cocnission boon sent by tho Gobochcn? 

A No, thoy had nothing to do with tho Gobochcn. 

Q Had thoy boon sent at tho roquost of 1. 0. Ferbon? 

A No, thoy had not boon sont by Farbon bccauso Farbon novor 
took an lntorost in those nattors. 

Q Ono final quostion. Tho order was given as a result of tho 
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inability to carry tho plamod dismantling of plants of tha nitrogon 

indistry in Bolgiua, Holland, and Northorn Franco. 

% 

Q *ho originally gavo too order that tho nitrogen production 
in thoso western countries should be started again and should bo in¬ 
creased? 

A I personally got this order fras Profossor Krauch, ^ho 
proccAiro was such; instructions had boon given by tho thon Roich 
iarshal which doscribod tho task very clearly, that all noesuros woro 
to bo taken which wxild help to retain and to incroaso tho output of 
tho nitrogon industry. 

DR. BOETTCHER: No furthor questions. 

DR. HARH!ANJI: Dr. Hartoann for Dr. Buotofisch. 

BY DR. HARU'ANN: 

Q w itnoss, do you knew whothor tho oxtonsion of tho Gornan 
nitrogen industry Airing tho war, whoro tho apparatus froa Sluiskil 
woro usod, wrs carriod cut according to instructions by tho authorities? 

A Caapotont for tho distribution, of tho machinery takon from 
Sluiskil, cs I said boforo, woro tho Roich Ministry of Econcaics and 
tho 17170. 

Q I askod whothor tho colonsion of tho Oorraan nitrogon industry 
Airing tho war was carriod cut by froo decision of tho ownors, or by 
tho instructions given by tho authorities? 

A Tho totonsion of tho Oornan nitrogon industry Airing tho 
war is boto or loss tho continuation of planning which had been startod 
boforo tho war, and tho purposo of it was—lot bo give an oxanplo—-in 
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Linz tha prediction of fertilizer -as to b o increased. 

Q Did the Goman fims have to tako the machinos free Sluiskil 
which were allocated to then, or oould thoy havo chosen to obtain new 
aachinos erd to build then for thcasolvos? 

A No ono ecu Id rofuso tc oboy tho decision of tho Qoraan 
authoriti93 who woro ccnpotent, that is, tho Roich Ministry of Econcmics 
in this caso. On tho other hand, naturally it was difficult for the 
plants to obtain end to build apparatus and machines at short notice. 

Q Was this difficulty not also dio to tho goncral instructions 
given by tho authorities? 

A firing tho war there Wuro r groat number of plana which woro 
raoro urgont than tho axtonsion of tho nitrogen industry. Of courso, bo- 
causo of such instructions for thoso plans tho axtonsion of tho nltrogon 
industry was nado rathor difficult. 

Q With whoa did tha Oon-an firms havo to sottlo concoming 
tho apparatus which they rocoivod from Sluiskil? 

A fho sottlooont—tho final accoptanoo and any aattors of 
agroomonts had to bo sottlod with tho VfIPO. 

Q Did tho Ooman fires cxarciso any influence on tho fact 
whothor Sluiskil got any compensation, and how much coopansatio'n thoy 
got? 

A T ho Gcrean fiivs could exorciso no influ once on this. Tho 
Goman fims noroly axorossod that tho ericas to bo paid woro not ox- 

O Those considerations of tho Goman firms, did thoy havo to 
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offoct what Sluiakil fir-ally pat in the ond ? 

A No. 

DR. HARHIANN: Thank you. No furthor cfiostions. 

COTilSSIONER: Further questions by the prosecution? 

MR. HERMANN: No quostiona. 

COGtlSSDNERt Tho witnoss nay bo excused. Is thoro anothor 
witnoss available soon? 

DR. VN RDSPATT: I boliovo anothor witnqss is oxpoctod. Tho 
dofcaso counsol who aro concomod with this are busy in tho main cexirt 
at tho ncoont, though. 

CC! C OSSIC !ZR: Vary well. Mo will rocoss for about 20 minutes. 
Tho Cerealssion will bo in rocoss 20 ninutoa. 

( A rocoss was tekon.) 
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(The hearing reconvened at 1530 hours.) 

LR. SETDJ.: -efore I shall ask the cavdssloner to swear in the 
next witness, I would like to nsko the following statement. After 
due consideration, we decided to withdraw five affidavits of witness as 
which were called in by prosecution for cross examination. Vfe will 
clarify our reasons for that in our closing brief and now I would like 
only to give you the exhibit number Ur the record. The first is an 
affid vit by Jacob Lliaaowitz, Lxhibit 90, Docymept Duerrfeld 786 
in document Volume V, page 46; Number 2, on affidavit by WilhelA Truen- 
kel. Inhibit 111, Document 886, Book VI, page 53; the third is an 
affidavit of a cortain Alfred Jachi-ann, 'exhibit 119, Document 923, 

Book 7, page 1; the fourth is an affidavit by Udo Schwarz, Exhibit 
182, Document 1110, Book VIII, page 1, and thr fifth and last is an 
affid a vit by Joe of Gruenfeld, Docuaont 902, Document Book Du err fold 
Volume VIII, pege 127 — I have to correct itself. It is Document Book 
VII, page 127. I shall give you the Exhibit Numbor of the last 
document a bit later. Those are the affidavit* which wo are withdrawing 
and the cress-examination will thereby become unnecessary. If you 
please, ’^r. Cooaissloner, will you please now swear in the witness, 
Roinhold? 

COd'lSSIJKUt: T^e witness will stand and hold up his right hand and 
repeat after me, "I swear by God, the Almighty and Omniscient, that I 
will speck the pure truth, will omit and add nothing." 

(T7:o witness .-epeated the oath.) 

COkuHSSIONl-R: fou nay be seated. 
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HR. SaZBL: Lr. C amission er, defense ixic submitted two affidavits 
by this witness. These affidarito are contained in Voluae II of 
Docuuent Bool: Duerrfeld, the first is on aage 5 of the document 
voluae, and has a amber 69. It was sutrdtted as Duerrfeld Exhibit 
23. The next dociuent by this witness is an affidavit which is on 
page 13 of Document Voluae II. This is Document 70, and the affidavit 
was submitted as Exhibit 21a. We have no questions to this witness, and 
the witness thereby is available for cross-examination. 

CffcvIFSIONF.n: The prosecution way exanine him. 

CROSS EXAhlXinWJ 

BT K». fJXSXOTt 

C Mr. Witness, you were the manager of the supply and maintenance 
department of I.u. Auschwitz, were you not? 

A Tea. 

Mid that Included the kitchens end car? food supply? 

A les. 

VI Now, who was your chief, kr. Witness? 

« Dr. Savolsberg. *. 

(. Abd to whon was Savelsberg directly responsible? 

* If I am not nistaj.cn, to the plant management. Dr. Duerrfeld. 

it Now, Lr. Witness, in your affidavit, Duerrfeld Document 70 
you state that the inmates were favorably influenced by tho 1 . 0 . 

Farben feeding? .low, Mr. Witness, isn't it a fact that when you were 
at 1.0. Ausch-itz you received the impression that the inmates did not 
get the food they needed to do the heavy work required of them? 
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k A t was lixe this, the food was allocated according to rations 
provided by instructions of the provincial food office plus the addi¬ 
tional rations for heavy workers and tills full ration was given to the 
irrvtes. beyond that, I.G. tried to bring additional supplies of 
nourishing soups and larger aaounta of potatoes than they were entitled 
to according to regulations to Cary No. h. 

W *<r. Witness, you will save a lot of tine and not clutter the 
record—you will try, if you can, to answer the questions I put to you. 
Now, the question Is this, when you were at I.G. Auschwits, did you, or 
did you not get the iqireasion that the inmates did not get the 
food they needed to do the heavy work required of then? 

A That depends entirely upon the work that the individual innate 
was doing. 
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C, Please, *- r . witness, nay I inerrupt just a aooen 
phresc tiie question just one more tine for you. When you were at 1.0. 
Auschwitz, did yen or did you not g®t the impression that the inmates 
didn't get the food they needed to the heavy work required of them, 

How, aid you, or didn't yew get that impression? 

a Yes, I hod that impression. 

V: thank you. How, Hr. witness, you stated in your affidavit that 

% 

you nover heard of iruates dying of starvation. Now^did you ever see 
imotes collapse at the construction site? 

A At tho beginning of 191*2 when I erne to Auschwitz I saw occasional,- 
ly that inmates collapsed. That was when tfcoy were marching back to 
the camp Auschwitz. 

t: L. othor words, they were coming from tho 1 . 0 . Farbon construction 
site, and going back to where they slept, and on tho way back, you 
saw the* collrpse, is that right? 

a lee, I saw people who wore being carried by other inmates. 

q How why do you think they collapsed? You saw then being carried 
past. 

i. I really have no Judgement in that respect. I didn t see inmates 
at work. 

U Now, «r. witness, you were one of the top men in charge of feuding 
these people. When you saw men being carried and men collapsing after 
work, didn't you inquire as to why they -collapsed? 

A At tho time when I caw them in tho state of collr.pso occasionally 
the imates were not fod by us at that time, but that was still tho 
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tine when they wera fed at the concentre tier, coup Auschwitz. 

I* *nd you didn't care why they collupsod at the I.G. Farben site, is 
that your testimony? 

k 7Tell, I really cannot say that. 

t> Now, isn't it a fact when you saw these inmates cooing back from 
work, you often saw as nary as threo or four inmates being carried fron 
one detachment? isn't that so? 

a Yes. 

4 Mr. Witness, isn't it a fact tint at tho end of l?h2, Ober- 

gruppenfuehrer Focil of the SS agreed to transfer the full responsibili¬ 
ty of feeding the concentration camp ini.tea to 1.0. Farbon? 

J. Yes, with t.io stipulation that the various fields of coopetenc* 
of the food supply should be negotiated with the various agoncios in 
*uschwlti. 

4 Now, Mr. Witness, isn't it true that 1.0. Furben's kitcho.is 
Ingpoctor Wurzifer Ud access to the kltcJions in Monowitz? 

m Yos. 

4 *nd isn't it true that you yourself were there about ten or fif¬ 
teen times? 

A I rays elf? 

4 Yos. 

A Yes, that's right. 

4 how, at. witness, a little i#.ile ago, we neld an examination ol' 

Mr. Savelstx.rg, and we spoko about the -nomis of food given to tho 
various types of workers. 
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But you couldn't tell froc looking at the ebjus what quailtive differon- 
ce there waa between then. You could only toll the difference In 
quantity* Now, Lr. Witness, will you tell this court about the quantity 
of the 'aeat which was given to the ircatea? 

k Therj was only a difference in the quality of the neat. *e ware 
obligod to purchase the neat fron the concentration camp in Auschwitz 
and that was baaed on instructions froa the Viehwirtschafts, livestock 
Association in Upper Silesia. ^ 

v* i''S. lir. ritness, I Just want to get all the facts on the rocord. 
Now, isn't it true that with respect to tuo food given to the inaatos 
they received noetly horse neat and Class D neat? 

/* Yes, that's right. That is D neat, not food as such. 

Q 1 said neat. Tho seat they got was either homo neat or w.j 
called Class D aoat, thet's correct, is it not? 
a Yea. 

W New Mr. Witness, isn't it true that Class D neat was often rencid 
noant end of ton evon diseased? 

a No, L neat is only a classification of neat which refors to 
the type of uoat. Cattle that is very fat is, of course, Class A, 
and c attl-j that is not os fat would bo Class D. 

c. Now Mr. Witness, isn't it a fact that this Class D neat wr.s often 
uninspected scat? 

a i.o, of course, had no way of seeing that. I do not believe- tl»at 
however, because this neat was sostly sunplied fron the slaugher hoas-i 
in lu-ttowitz. fhjy were not sausages, but actual neat. There the 
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meat was exaained. 

W Mow kr. Kitjiess, will you tell tlw Court what Bankfloisch is? 
k You cean Fr»jibankfleisch? 
tJ *reibankflcisch. 

l! Freibonkflcisch is neat »*ich cones from cattle, so-called 
■accident cattlo" »hich cannot be used for the civilian population, 
and is sold at this so-called Freibankfleisch. 

4 V.'ell, why can't they be used for the civilian population? 
k Because of the accidents the intestine usually are broken and the 
neat doos not locic as well. 

C How does it smell after the intestines have been broken? 
k You noan tho neat? That cannot bo noticed at all. 

4 Now, isn't it a fact that bccauao of what happened to the meat, 
that it is often classified os disoased und sick neat? 

i- In forcer tLa*a, >roibankfleisch was not sold on the freo .uorket 
generally, but for chooper prices to tla> civilian population, before 
tho * or. it is certainly ediblo, but it is ouch choapor boc-uise it doos 
not look os well. 

<J iir. witness, will you dcscribo the main seal that the inmates 
received at L:oo O'clock in the afternoon? 

a Usually they were mono-plates, one course meals, Vegetablo mono- 
courses, boons or peas. Noll, cs I said, usually wlmtover there wns 
fro*, thr food allocations and that could be cooked as a mono-course. 

0 Obtimes noodle aonocourse, mostly potatoes and cereals and vegetables. 
C Mostly liquid, isn't that true? 

lhbht> 



11 V»y.liS-JL-U-22,23-*5-»^aler^ 
C curt 6 case 6 


« Tea, usually. 

i* With sccc pdas, sauerkraut and beans put in? 

h Its, but sauerkraut could only be given in solid form and not as 
a scxjp. 

Q Nor, Lr. Witness, there has been c -jood biy of talk about the 
Sunt soup which the Insites received. Now isn't it a fact that you . 
yourself have admitted, that this Bona soup was not as good ts tho 
Bu i ldi n g soup widen ca me froo othur ca^> kitchens? 

t. I believe thore aust be an error. What oro y($u talking about, 
bean soup, or Buna saip? 

*> Buna soup. 

1. Tho 3unr soup that was given to tho woriters was prepared with 
extra ration, grantod by the Tood Office. H contoinod of potatoes ... 

W Pl«asc, Ur. Witness, you are answtring that I didn't ask. I «.skod 
didn't you previously a doit that the Buna scup that tho concentration 
coop innate* got froo Purtxm w.-s not as good us the building soup 
which east froa otlwr craps? That's the only question before you. 

A res. 

0 Tact's true, is it not? 

I. T»s. 

t: Now, is it also true, Mr. Witness, that the concentration cznp 
lntaftes *io worked for orb an drank this Buna soup on the I.G. Far bon 
construction sita frem rusty containers which they had to pass on froa 
innate to innate? 

« That of courso is to bo understood this way. 
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Ire.:tea, oftor they marched to tho construction site, didn't always 
haw their ness Icits with then. Either they didn't take them along 
or they forgot thea, and sonatinas they borrowed the kits fron orw another 
and aodotiaea they got then from tho sink cans and acme tines rusty tte 
tins, that's quite possible. 

ti How, Ur. Witness, isn't it a fact that one of tho difficulties 
in providing enougn food for tho imates was caused by the ftet that 
the amber of imates increased so rapidly that I.C. Farben never 
caught up with the construction of nocossaiy kitchens? 

A A t was like this. If the rllotnent of Inna tea took placo, it 
was usually like this that tecpor.oy ewrgoncy kitchens had to bo s 
constructed, and fron those wero first supplied until later on, tho 
pormanent kitchens were constructed. But theso wore only omorsocy 
kitchens. 

W los, now Ur. Witness, I want to get the record cloar. Thw 
quas ion su dir acted to a siaplo point. And that is, isn't it n fact 
that ono of tho basic reasons for thj difficulties you had in 
feuding your personnel was that your now parsonnel, your now onployous, 
your new workers wero increased so rapidly tliat you never had enough 
kitchens to tako caro of then? Isn't that one of the reasons for your 
difficulties? 

k Ho, the conditions wore like this, and I ns cpeaking of permanent 

kite!ions. If additional allocations of 2,000 non wore brought in, 

and they could not yet bo fed froo c-permanent kitchen, first of all 

they had to be fed through a teeporary kitchen, but later on, u permanent 
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kitchen was built and the temporary kl^chyn was only an emergency Boasure^ 

I 

But that doesn't moan that the rations they were entitlod to woro not 
given to then/ 

Q Mow tit point that we were getting to is, is it true that 
because you had to use snailer kitchens which were aado originally to 
serve snail groups of persons that therefore, the ttouls, for what they 
were worth, were less palatable, and loas inviting and always consisted 
of one coutsq? . 

a Whenever it happened it was always An omtrgency or a temporary 
measure. 

(i Now, Mr, Witness, concerning the food of the concentration c.\np 
inmates, do you recall tho occusion when your feeding installations broke 

9 

down during a cold spell, and the inaatos all rocoivod cold rations? 

Do yew recall thzt occasion? 

K Yes. ■ j 

w Now Hr. Witness, wore the in®.-tea able to stand Just to receive 
cold rations as wull as tho othor uoricurs wore? Frc® your own observa¬ 
tions. 

J. Well, I would hive to explain the incident. The incident did 
not taka place only in Camp IV, but about d kitchens. x ho stoves frozo 
up rnd therefore the various kitchens were not able to cook and cold 
meals were given. * 

y You Just didn't understand ay question. I w .isn't trying to fix 

ary blase for the kitchen breaking down. I merely asked you when it 

oc cured, and the inmates received cold rations; From your observations, 
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wore thsy able to stand such cold rations as well as the other workers? 

a Yes, surely. 

Ci Do you recall, Mr. Witness, stating that the prisonors, the 
lore tes, generally looked undernourished nnd«rc hit worse by 
this cold ration tnan the normally fed people? 

a Yes, that is a natter of course. 

VR. KIKSKOFFx Thank you, no furthor questions. 

REDB€CT ’TOitUnni ^ 

BY DR. aJTL: 

q Witnoss, you were just r.skud vhuthor the inmates w:re undornounshod 
and wnothcr that was the re son why they worn badly hit by the cold 
seal. I want to ask you a general question, woro the amounts ol food 
given to the worVsrs still about the sauo? 

a In general it was probably like this. Thu food on the *>olu 
construction site wus rsth«s* unified, and the amount of food that 
was givon to the 1 rentes was, of course, not as high as that of tho 
Polish and Astern workers, or the ?rvnchaon, for thoso rations woru 
lower, but for this reason, and this is only reason for saying that 
in inmate who wus living on this ration was usually hardest hit by 
the cold aoals. ^f course, that didn t lest very long* only for 2 
days, but that is why I said hows hardest hit. I am suro that I askod 
no longjr than one or two days. 

C Was the physical condition of the inmates tho same or were thcro 
differences b«-tw*on thus. 

h Until tho end of .191x3 we were not competent or responsible for 
the food, but after we* were responsible for feeding them, I first of ell 
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was no longer <-bla to see that innates collapsed, which is a sign 
for th« fact that their food was considerably better. 

(. fchcusc ae if I interrupt yai, Hr. witness. You say at the end 
of 19b3, whon you took over the foeding, wasn't that at the beginning 

of 1910? 

t. Yos, I beg your pardon, at the beginning of 19U3. I coniused 
that with 1912. 1 nuan the end of 19li2 or the beginning of 19u3 was 
when we took ovur chc responsibility for the feeding, I saw no norc 
cases of exhaustion and collapsed after thnt. 

Q If you cocq>arod the physicial condition and the condition of 
nourishuent of tho inoates in tho ranouo yonrs, what would be tho 
result of this investigation if you compared, for instance, 19U1 and 
192*2 with 192*5? 

A It is obvious thnt tho Imatos were bottor nourished and tando 
a bettor iapreasion after the feeding of tho inmtes had bo*n takon 
ov«r by Firben end had boon increased. 

(. Then, you wore also askod by tho frosecution about the so-called 
Frcibankfloisch. I would liko to ask you a very gsnnrrl question. 

Doss not tho German civilian population and thnt already for m long 
tine. also buy and use Freibankfleisch at all tines? 

a Yes, at *11 tines. It is only choapor because it does not 
look os woll as tho other neat. 

* 3 it the nutritional value of the neat in any way diffuro.it from 
meat of good quality? 

« No. Freibankfloisch varies of courso it depends on its typo. It 
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If Class A cattle has an accident, the aoat is bettor than the noat of 
Class D, accident cattle it just docs not look as well, but the 
nourishing value is the saee. 

t, Tou further testified that tho inaates received so-eaxiod Class 
D neat. *?a that based on an order by the plant mnaguocnt of Farbon, 
or t*io gave that order? 

A This decision was oade only by tho cattle association in Kattowits. 

Q The eattle assoaiatlon is an authority? 

a Yea. 

C. Do you rcot-aber for certain that taking over tho feeding of theao 
inmates by Farbon ut tho beginning of 1 910 wrs a result of a conference 
with Oborgnjppenfuolu-cr Pohl or is it perhaps possible that the 
competent ragotiationa was another official of tho SS? 

a I can only neonbor a letter which was signed by Obcrgruppen- 
fUchrur Pohl rnd in which ho gives his p mission that Farbon was to 
take over the leading. 

tl Witness, you said that tho imatos hul the lowest food rations. 

1 Just want to isk you, arc you quite suru about that? 

A Ch, I bog your pardon. The inaato rations wuru between those 
of the free foreign workers', Fronchaon, and Poles, which wore 
not frera the General Oovtrtecnt n>gion, and that of the Eastern workers. 
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Q. IZy I then prcsuac that you say that the Polos had evon loner food 

• • r • 

rations than tho innates, or how do you scan that? 

A. Tfo distinguished to tween two typ>.s of food rations in tho rations 
given to Polos. Polos that livod outside of tho border area rocoivcd their 
normal food rations just as tho Goman and tho hoavy laboror, tho Frcnchnan 
and tho Italian received thaaj but Poles who tjcto fron tho border area 
around Lfenonitz, that is to say, tho border area of tho Govornoant-Gonoral, 
wuro on tho sauo levol as tho Ukranians, that is to say, they had consider^ 
ably lower food rations. ^ 

Q. And tho imatos, whoro woro they? 

A. Tho food rations of tho inaatos uoro between thoso of tho Ulcraniann 
and eastern irorbors frea tho border aroa and those of tho froo Polos and 
Frenchman, etc. 

Q. Thoso differont classifications or groups, woro they fixod by tho 
plant management of Par ben, or can you toll ao what othor authority doeidod 
than? 

A. Tho provincial food offico in Kattooitx did that and fixod tho 
food rations for ovory group. 

15. ;ix::0p?: Tho prosocution has no objocUon, but this lino of 
questioning far oxcoods aqjr r of tho scope of tho cross exanination, and I 
think it's burdoning tho record. Ho ia going back to his direct testimony 
all ovor again. 

DR. S1UL: 2J-. Cccnissioner, I only hove a vory few quostions and I 
will be finished thon. 

Dd C0:;iS3I0i3R: Vory well. 
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HI HU S2IDL: 

Q. Witness, you further testified that in 19Ul or at the boginning 
of 19 U 2 you had seen lion innatos who wore marching back from tho. plant to 
the concentration oaap Auschwitz had collapsed. ' 

UU ltHiSID??: 2xcuso do. 1by I interrupt Just a moment? I havo 
to go ovor to tho other court. Mr. von Hallo trill carry on for no. 

5Y DR. S3IDL: 

Q. Ur. Witness, I would like to repeat ay question. Y 0 u testifiod 
that in 19U1 or at tho beginning of 19U2 you rcoarkotMiow inmatos had to 
bo carri-d nhon narching back fraa tho plant to tho concentration comp 
Auschwitz. I want to ask you, did you sea similar occurrences also in 
19U3 and 19Ui? 

A. Ho# 

Q. Do you know anything about tho reasons that might havo bjon tho 
reason for this collapse of tho inmates cjyL wbothor especially tho ronson 
could not havo boon a simple accident at tho plant or tho Inmates foiling 
sick? 

IP.. VOi! HILLS: I think that is a leading question put to the witness, 
ff he wants to find out free tho witness uhattho rr.tnoss knows, ho should . 
ask him directly. 

TIE COiriSSiaO: Tho objoction will bo noted in tho record. 

BY DR. S3IDL: 

Q. I sliall rovhroso ay question thon. Witness, do you know anything 
about the reasons for those collapses that happened at tho beginning? 

A. I assuno that it might have been duo to tho very bad food situation 
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in the Ci- . fp . That would be tho only cement I'd have -to nakc on that. 

Q. I have a last question to you. In tho Auschwitz Farbon plant 
you wore tho competent export for feeding and supplying the laborors? 

A. Yes. 

Q. In th_ c our so of your activity with I.G, Auschwitz, did you gain 
tho inprossion that tho plant nanagonant did everything that was possible 
in order to safeguard on adequate supply of food for laborors and inmates, 
or that they failed to do s coo thing to that offoot? 

A. Ho, I don't think thoy foiled to do anything. Everything was 
done in order to safogvard tho food situation and to improve it. 

•j. Ho further questions, Ur. Cemissionor. 

HR. TOii :i\LI3: Tho prosecution has no furthor quostions. 

THE co:: ISSIOirir.: Tho Cemission will bo in recess until nino-thlrty 
in tho nomine. Tho witnoas is excused. 

(Tho witness is oxcusod.) 

(Tho Comission adjoumod until 12 Uay 1948, at 0930 hours.) 
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Official Transcript of hearing before a 
C-oacisi loner for Military Tribunal VI, 

Caee VI, in tl»e natter of the Ualtod States 
of Ac erica Against lari Iroach, et al, 
ddfehdantij sitting at Surnberg, Corn any, 
on IS May 1948, Cooclssioner Janos 0, 

Muiray| presiding! 

73L MARSHAL: The Cotmlssiofa tcf fx'iWnSLl Vi is now in session. 

COthlSSlOKBt* Mr. Marshal, will you please heporl hs to the def 
dante present? 


the defendant Rierrfeld, is 


present in the courtrocn 


^ CaiMISSIOEB: Tar the purpose of the record, it Vlll be shown that 
this hearing is called in accordance with an order of Tribunal Mvnber Vr 
and based upon the record of that Tribunal yesterday. Is Dr. Mueller in 


Er. SSIULl Or. Mueller is not present, Mr. Connisslonor. 
CQtMISSIOSXR: Can you state. Counsel, whether or not all of the 
defendants who are interested in thlw hearing with their counsel are now 
nresent? 


DR. S3IDL: Mr, Cocnlssioner, X can't give you a reliable reply to 
that answer — to that question. This would be Dr. Mueller's task. He 
has to inforn all the defendants and counsel in ouestion. 

CCMalSSIOSZR: You can only answer for the particular defendant whon 
yob represent? 

DR. IS IEL: I can only speak on behalf of ny client. Dr. Duorrfeld. 

0 * 

Mr. Ccoaissioner, I a= Just seeing Dr. Mueller and I aa sure that he can 
reply to the question which you Just put. 
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CQ<. JSSIC8EH: ix. Mueller, will you please oaka a report ae to the 
notice# given to the various defendants and their counsel with reference 
to this hearing? 


12. KIH 3 . IJ2 : Hr. Coceissloner; I regret that as a result of the 
various changes nada during the last few days no notice has been given 
to the defense as a whole about the hearing today. I don't know, there 
fore, whether all defense counsel are lnforned about the pending cross 
exsalnation. 


show that when 


the Tribunal ordered this connlssion to tolca place today it was expressly 
stated that several witnesses who had been Duerrfeld affiants would bo 


oaUed for cross-exaalnation today, and that was in open court in the 


oresenee of all defendants 


COKMISSIOTLR:' Very veil, Mr. Mlnskoff. \r. Soldi, you nay bring 
on the first witness to be heard this nornlng. 

DR. SSIDL: Dr. Seidl, counsol for It. Duerrfeld. Mr. Connissioner 
the affidavit of the next witness who is available for cross exnnlnntlqn 

is contained in bo<fc XIV of the defendant, Duerrfeld. The affidavit is 

f. 

on page 113 of that docucent book. It is. an affidavit of Karl Bayor of 

# 

24 Deceober 1947. The noiber of that docuoent is J21A. The affidavit 
vns offered as Exhibit Duerrfeld Jhcber 153. With the pemission of the 
Coralssloner, I should like to call this affiant into the witness stand. 

CO<KlSSICXZR: Hr. Marshal, will you bring in that witness? I 
assuao that he is Gernan. Is this witness Garnan? 
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12 Mny 194S-K-DJG-2-<«penrs (Rider) 
C0D52 71, CASE 71 CCKnlSSICS 


COfISSI(HER; Vitness, raise your right hand. Bay "I". Repeat thin 
oath after ne,"I swear by God, the Alnighty and Cbnlcient, that I will 
speak the pore truth and will withhold aad add nothing.* 

(The witness repeated the oath.) 

CQftlSSIOKZR: The witness say bo seated. You nay ouestion the 
witness. Tar. Soldi. 

DIRECT RX1XIHATICW 

BY DR. SEIZE,: 

Q Vitness, for the record, waild you please again state your full 
none as well as the date of your birth? 

A Sari Bayer, 15 January 1592. 

Q On the 24th of leeeaber 1947 you gave an affidavit to the defers* 
which extends to 21 paragraphs and consents on tho work conditions at 
Auschwitz. Did y<xx nake that stateoent voluntarily? 

A Yes. 

Is there anything you have to add to this affidavit, or are thfro 
any corrections you wont to r.ake? 

A Not as far as I know. 

DR. SZIDLs I have no further questions to the witness, end he is 
available for cross exanination. 

CCKKI3SICS: You nay inculre, Hr. Xinskoff. 

CROSS LXAMINATICW 

BY KB. MIHSKG77: « 

^ Hr. Vitness, in your affidavit, Duerrfeld Docunent Kunber 1218, 
Exhibit Duerrfeld 153, you state in Paragraph 4 that the vorks oanogeo^nt 
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12 Kay 1946-K-3JS-S-4-Sp«ars (Easier) 
COH5 71, CASS 71 CCK-.ISSIOH 


of I. 0 .. Tartan always tried to assign the innates to details which were 

• 0 0 ' 

in line with their pig-aical strength. You say it is out of the aueetion 

to assert that no heavy labor could have teen decanded of the orisonars 

• 

on account of their state of health. How, Hr. Witness, isn't it a fact; 
that you yourself observed that when the innates cane to work early in the 
norning they looked tired even when they arrived? 

A Veil, I nust confirn that today, but that was not due to the work 
done the day before, tut it was due to the faot that the SS authorities 
in the can? had these innates get up at 6 in the nornlng for roll call. 
They only started to work after dawn, that is, not before 7 or 7:30. Tor 
that reason these innates looked tired when they entered the plant. 

\ How, Mr. Witness, whon these workers arrived, and they were tired, 
as you say, regardless of the reason for which they were tired, did you 
yourself observe these tired innates carrying hundred-pound cenont sacko 
for I. 0. Tarben on the plant site? 

A Yes, I observed that nyself. 

'i And that was in silto of the fact that they were already tirod 
when they arrived? 

A Veil, it was not easy to recognize tho physical condition of the 
innates. Soce of then looked very strong. The carrying of cenont oaclfs 
was do no In a speod as it is custooary with all workers. Haturally, I 
ouite air.it that it was sonewhat core difficult for the innates becauso 
as the result of their under-nourished condition, which was eaoy to ro- 
cognize in tha casa of cany, they wore not strong enough to cone with | 

I 

that work in Ihe sene way as nornal workers would be. 
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12 Kay 194&4t-DJ5-2-5-Spears (Baaler) 

CCUS3 71, CASS 71 COtKISSIOS 

q nevertheless, that was the tyue of work they had to do, ien't 
that a fact? 

A I didn't quite understand you. 

q I said, but nevertheless, even though they were weak and under¬ 
nourished and tired, they had to carry these bundred-oound cenent sacks 
beceuse that was the Job that was assigned to then? 

A That is a fact, but the speed of work denanded froa then took 
into consideration their physical state of health. The foreoen who were 
In charge of these workers were qiite bunane in nany respects. They had 
various intervals during their wcrk. 

q Did they ever take part of the ceoent out and let then be 60-pound 
sacks, or did they have to carry the full 100 -pound sacks, regardless of 
their condition? 

A Actually, I had very little to do with these natters. I, ne well 
as nany other eaployees of Terben had a certain psychological interest 

in these people, but I only observed these natters passingly, as it were. 

§ 

q Iven so, Hr. Witness, isn't it true that you yourself have seen 
these lnnates foil down while carrying these heavy cooeut sacks, looo 
their footing and fall to the ground — you observed that personally? 

A I can 1 t renenber having said that innates fell down while carrying 
ceaent sakes. Knturally, as a result of the construction work at the canp 
nany fell down when they were carrying various tubes, etc., because of tho 
obstacles which were in the way. Innates often etunbled and fell down, 
but that happened to others, too. It oerhape occurred nore often in the 
case of imatas because they -ere not uhysically strong. 
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ccust 7i, case n cooiissics 


^ Sew, Hr, Witness, do you recall stating to a nanber of the 
prosecution that you personally observed can here of the innate* carrying 
cacent sacks falling to the ground after losing their footing? 

A It nay be that I did say so, but I can't renenber it at the accent j 
I can't reoanber that it happened particularly when they were carrying 
cenent sacks. 

Q Thank you. Sow, Hr. Witness, in parogrgh 7 of your affidavit, 
that is, Etterrfeld 153, you speak of "innate*' output", and you say, "I an 
cocnelled to say concerning innatea' output that sone of then considerably 
legged behind other categories of workers, and that the works nanegonent 
accepted the snail performance and took it into account in assigning it* 
labor schedule." Sow, Hr. Witness, do you recall stating to the prosecution 
that one could not say that the use of innate* at the 1 . 0 . construction 
site was hunar., that everyone in I. 0. Auachwit* had to know this, and 
that only 50 to 60 percent of the innate* working could coo* closo to the 
work performance expected to theo? 

DB. S2I2L: I object to that Question. I think that the wltnoss lo 
to be shown the record of the interrogation. What wi road into the record 
now was nerely sonething which was put to the witness by the prosecution 
but wasn't exactly the reply given by the witness before. 
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12 Kay 4SJt-3Ci-U:-aylord (Staler) 
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XE. HISdOTJ: The record will show that tho prosecution put a 
quostlon to tho witness asking his vhother he recalled making a certain 

stataaent to tho prosecution and It scees to us that the wltaose should 

% 

hare a chance to say whether or not he recalls that, That ends the 
cat ter. If he doesn't, wo sight put that affidavit Into evidence to Im¬ 
peach his, Kay I repeat the question? 

THE CQ(MIoSICa£S 2 i You say answer. The witness may ansvor. 

BY MB. KI5SE0J7: 

Q. How, Kr, Witness, did you or did you not state to the prosecu¬ 
tion on the 26 of December 1947 In Number* that one could not nay 
that the use of lrsates at the 1 , 0 . Yarben construction site was humane; 
"everything in iuochwltx had to know this that only 60 to 60 percent 
of the Inmates workli* could cose close to tho work performance expected 
of them," 

A. At that time X corrected this figure of 60 to 60 per cent 
to 60 to 70 per cent. I think that tho court roportor made a mlotake 
when ho took down the Interrogation, It wasn't 50 to 60 but 60 to 
70, as far as I remember. 

Q* You wish to state now for the record that that ostlsato should 
bo that only 60 to 70 per cent of the inmates could cooecloso to the 
work performance expected of them? t 

A. That is what I said at tho time. The Interpretation of that 
matter to tho effect that the employment of Inmates by Yarben at Ausch- 
witr was not humane, th-t Is another matter, because the entire works 
management was of the view that this employment of lnmateo could not bo 
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considered a* being hicane. Every one of the works aanageeent down to 
the aaallest employee was Buffering froc a nontal pressure about haring 
to employ these In the plant at all. That Is what I meant at tho tine. 
That Is what 1 aeant whon I said that the esyloyaent of the inaateo waa 
not hucane. 

9* Ill right, Kr. Witness. Juat to refresh your recollection, may 
I show you the affldatlt SI_11642, Paragraph 5, where tho original 
affidavit stated 40 to 50 per cent, and then in your handwrltlryc It 1 b 
changed to 50 to 60 per cont. I aak you, Mr. Witness,’"does that refreah 
your recollection that you In jour own handwriting said that 50 to 60 
per cent? 

A. Tee. 

TKS CCWMISSIOKxas Has this docunont been admitted in orldonco? 

K3. MIHSS077: It is now being identified for the first time, Mr. 
Commissioner. 

THB CCM«SSI01E*: Tou will give it a nrnbor. 

KH. MIN3K07?: I am not suro offhand what the noxt prosecution oxhlbit 
numb or should be. I can search for the numbor, mnd I think It's — I'd 
rather be certain first. Paring tho rocess I can fill In tho manbor for’ 
the record. 

THE CCKMISSICBfiS: I haro a certain fooling about tho number for those 
exhibits offered at this time. I know from tho transcript that thero 
soeo to be some gaps in the numbers which were flllod in subsequent days. 

It Is eOBotlnee rathor difficult to got thoso rocords otraightonod out, 
and so far ac possible I Should lirw >0 grrt. B ak«. ~k««. 

1V.63 



12 Kay 4^C.<«-3^!>aylord. (S*a*r) 
Coart 6, .Case 6 - Coasicsion 


the witness testifies or i-modiately thereafter before the end of tHo 
he arise. ¥e could send a cessengor to get it. 

MS. MISSiayTr Tesf *• doing that rlgit sow, Mr. Conniesioner. 

THS CCHMISSIOiSSl*. Y«ry ^U| 

ifi, 3JIDLI first, I should like td ask the prosecution vhothor 
ItoCumtmt tft-ll442 is being introduced as ovidonce or whether itis only 
to be assisted a caabor for identification? 

KB. HIb'SKGJT: That dopands ontlrely upon the answers the wit nope 
giros to tho balanco of tho questions. If ho admits tho truth of tho 
various stateoents he has eado, there is no pelnt offering tho affidavit. 
If at any point ho sakos statements which ia contradictory to tho af¬ 
fidavit, wo will offer the affidavit in evidonco to impeach hit toatinony. 

THB CCMKISSICHSRi Does that anew- r your question, Jtr. Soldi? 

DB. SHTLr In that caso I should llko to resorvo tho right to objoct 
to tho odslsolblllty of this document bocauao this actually is a robuttal 
doeuaent, and sinco tho taking of oridonco was eoncludod by tho Tribunal 

yostorday — tho Tribunal rocossod yestorday until 1 J uno 1948 _ and I 

personally haro misgivings as to whothor it is at all possible in tho 
prosont stago of prococdings to introduce now ovidonoo into this trial.. 
This, aftor all, is oridonco to which tho dofondant Duorrfold con no 
longor ccnsont. I think that a principlo might bo rlolatod in that con¬ 
nection which is valid for evory proceeding, according to which tho da- 
fondant must always havo tho possibility of boing hoard on ovory mattor 
which is brought vp against him. . Since, how or or, tho presentation of 
oridonco wan alroady eoncludod boforo tho Tribunal, thoro is no longor a 
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12 Kay 48^CS*.S-4-C-aylord (Banler) 
Court 6, Case -6 - Coastssion 


possibility for the defendant Ik. Tuarrfeld to co-rauit upon that 
docuaent, I don't know what this affidavit contains, not hiking road 
it, but X should ii this tine already p^lnt your attontion to thoso 
=i£givi^ei J ! 

THZ COWISSIOfeil tfi §«ialj yok Jill Of course Make In objection. 
Tbu are not naking an objoction at this tino, but yail dro dOroly re¬ 
serving your right to sako that objoction, is that correct, so thfc In 
caao you do decide to aako an objection you will signify it at the timo. 
Thic will not go into the record than as an objection to bo paseod on 
by tho Tribunal lator vmloss you say so lator, is thaV'corroct? All 
right. Lot's go ahead then. 

Ji K2. MIHaaiTt 

Q, Now, K P . Vitnoss, you hero soon tho doeusont which is HI-11642 
and I ask you, Mr. Vitnoss, doos that rofrosh your rooolloctlon that 
you statod 50 to 60 por cent of tho insatos could coeo oloso to tho 
w* porfonsanoo oxpootod of thm? 

A. Yob — I bog your pardon, I can boo it now, 

Q, Mow, Kr, v itno3B, froa your own flguros then, la it not true 
that botwoon 40 to 50 por cont of tho insatos couldn't coao cloco to 
tho work porforcsr.co oxpoctod of thoa? I>id you understand that question? 

A, Mot quite. 

Q. Your tostiaony now is that only 50 to 60 por cont of tho innatos 
working for 1,0. *arbon at Auschwitz could cron conocloso to tho work 
porfornanco expoctod of thoa. Now, I ask you, is it your tostiaony that 
tho 40 to 50 per cont couldn 1 t cron coao closo? 

132, S2ICL: I don't want to objoct to that question, but I noroly ask 
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the prosecution to toll =e to what paragraph thay are reforr ng. Up 
to now, I haven't found thet paragraph in the wit Sec s' affidavit. 

KB. MHSrcrrt Hr* Co=Biesion$t, the witness has indicated ho has 
road tho paragraph* it refreshod his coaflry, add ho agrood that It 
was correct. 

THE CCKMISSIQS21: I think as a cat tor of cour testy you cay toll hie 

HBi KriSiarE: 111 right. *e hare already shown it to hin. 

7-Z CCMXISSIOHZH: Hi right. Let's go ahead. 

?T K3. MIHSK07T: 

S , 

Q. How do you understand tho question? 

A. Tcs. That is quite logical. If 50 to 60 per cont could Just 
about do that heavy work, tho rest of thoa had to bo givon light work. 
That was taken into consideration by tho works eanagoocnt, or at least 
they tried to toko that into consideration. Within that plant with 
all its peculiarities, thoro woro always a lot of littlo tasks to bo 
done. 

Q. How, Kr. Witness, wo haven't spokon ono word about hoavy work 
or light work in connection with this 50 to60 por cont. All wo oaid, 
and it was your tostiaony, was th->t thoso persons couldn't perform 
tho work oxpoctod of then, light or hoavy, and tho qjostion to you wool 
is it not fact then that at least 40 to 50 por cont couldn't do tho 
work oxpoctod of thee? 

A, Thoso 40 to 50 por cont naturally drcr.mod acong tho crowd 
as it woro. They woro soaohow pus hod along by thoir othor coarados, 
and that is how they did not bococo very conspicuous. 
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Q. Voll, cvon thoir coerados, Mr. Witness — tho 60 to 60 porcont— 
thoy couldn't qaito cako tho work expected of then, could thoy? They 
aiaost could do that? 

!• That their output was far less' than that of a norcal froo vorkor 
was woU known to tho works nanagasont free the Tory first day. 111 
their statistical natter was, as far as I know, givon to tho planning 
dopartcont in order to oxplaln why tho construction of tho plant wae so 
slow and w>y tho doadllnos wore not being kopt, and that was takon into 
consideration. It was explained that tho output of t^o innatos to a high 
porcentago was far low or than that of all tho othor workers. 

Q. How, Kr. Witness, I don't want to go into this point of how ouch 
or how little thoy produced. V 0 are tryii« to arriwe at tho eridonco 
as to h-w ouch noro thoy wore requlrod to produce th/*n thoy could produco. 
Sow lot ee put this question to you: isn't it a fact that If tho porfor- 
naneo of an innate was not satisfactory to I.G. larbon construction man- 
agosont, ho would bo roportod to tho SS for punishsont? 

X. Naturally , I hoard that that was tho caso, but I know that it 


was only so if tho output was so snail that it was virtually bolow 20 
por cont, to nano a figuro. 

Q. !>ut whon tho work got so low that tho larbon monagooont was not 
satisfied, thoy then reported that innate to tho SS for punlehmont. That 
is doer, is it not? 

A. I don't know whothor thoso innates woro roportod for punlohmont, 
but I So know that sobo report was cade. 

Q. Well, Hr. v itnose, didn't you toll a sonsbor of tho prosecution 
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Court 6, Case 6 — Cosission 

that tho I*G. crcpl.ilnod tc tho S6 when thoy weren’t satisfied with an 
Innate and the purpose of thl3 complaint was .the punlstaont of the 
particular locate? 

1 . Tos, the punishment of that particula r Inmate was tho con- 
sequence, but that I only heard that from tho insatos themselves. Vhother 
thoy woro punlahod bocauso of tho low output of wort:, I can't say. I 
only hoard that onco; that an ireate aald that ho was puni shod '“causo 
of his.small output of work. 

Q, How, Mr. Mitnoss, will you toll tho Goirt vkat kind of punish¬ 
ment tho SS gavo those insatos after thoy wore oomp’alnod against by 
I.G. Xarbon nanagccont? 

A . Haturally I noror onto rod tho concantratlon camp of Monowl ts, 
although I would havo liked to aoe what ltwas llko. Tho lnmatos .thom- 
tolros, at least a few of thorn — thoro was a coxple who told mo that thoy 
woro boaton at Monowits as a punls'aont. This lnaato was a criminal 
lscato and I didn’t bolleve his statements at tho tlmo, and today I still 
haro no proof that ho was punlshod as a rosult of that report. Postings, 
as fer as I know, woro usod as punltaont who nor or any criminal doodo woro 
to bo punlshod, within tho casp that is. 
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Q.- Do you rcocnbcr an incote named Hirachfold? 

A.- Tea. 

Q.- *fas ho a criminal innate? 

A.- No, ho was a ^owaih ipsete. 

0.- Now, did ho tell you what happened to inooto8 in Monowits when 
they woro punished? 

A.- This incotc Hirachfcld was a chemist in ny laboratory. I ropoatod- 
ly askod him about tho incidents in tho camp bocauao I wantod to know 
whether I could got soao confirmation of tho brutal doods of tho SS. Ho 
said that there was a so-called "Stchbunkor" thoro — that is a bunkor 
whore pooplo have to stand up all tho timo. Then ho said thoro was scoo 

nodo of F^niahoont for intellectuals by letting thorn dig up sand all 

# 

Sunday long Just from ono side of tho camp to anothor. Of course, tho so 
punishments woro not initiated by tho works management by reports about tho 
wark, but thoso were no roly moasuros by tho SS who wantod to punish tho 
inmatos for little violations, etc. 

Q.- Mr. t'itnoss, was it your opinion at tho timo that tho SS gavo moro 
sovoro r*mishments for littlo violations than thoy gavo whon tho particu¬ 
lar iraato was reported as not working hard ono ugh or as lo ailing on tho 
Job? 

A.- I can't say that. 

• • 

Q.- Now, Ur. witnoss, in addition to any punishment tho SS may hovo 
given to inmates, did you evor hear of Farbon mon thomsolvos boating in- 
cates — foremen, neistors? 




12 M3y-M-FL-4-2-Gaylord (Int. Rador) 

Court No. VI, Caao VI - CXMOSSION 

A.- Yes, I sew it twice. 

Q.- Mow, Ur. witness, isn't it a fact that tho capos often boat tho 
imates on the construction site to oakc them »ork harder? 

A.- I saw that onco. I inaodiatcly reproached that capo and I askod 
him tfiy ho was boating those inmates. Ho then couldn't toll no that ho 
was acting upon tho ordor of a acister. He ms one of thoso many sadists 
*o wore especially found among capo circles. 

• 0 

Q.- Now, Ur. witness, listen pretty carefully to^his quostion. Isn't 
it a fact that ono of tho main reasons that tho capos boat tho inraatos on 
tho I.G. Far bon construction site was that if tho inmates did ret produco 
enough tho Far bon aoistor or foreman would complain to tho S3 and that 
would rosult in tho capo himsolf boing boaton whon roturnod to No nowit*? 

A.- I hoard that. Tho main reasons why tho capos woro boating or 
worrying inmatos was duo to tho doslro by tho capos to obtain proforontial 
troataont free tho SS. In qy opinion, thoro was no nocossity for that. 
Hinoty-nino por cont of tho docent Farbon ooployoos cortainly rojoctod 
thoso sort of measures. 

Q.- Do you roc all tolling tho prosecution under oath that tho capos 
reuld bo boaton by tho SS at Konowitz upon tho complaint of tho I.G. Far- 
bon no is tor that tho inmatos undor him wore not working hard enough? Do 
you roCall making that statemont? 

A.- Naturally among tho inmates thoro wero a number of porsons who 
were particularly stubborn in refusing to work, and in thoso cosos I hoard 
that a report was made. Dr. 


Duofrfo^j^in particular. 
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Court No. VI, Case El - COClISSIOfJ 

90 por cont of tho Goman people thought that we would bo victorious aixi 

uhcn tho German ansy ms boforo Stalingrad, issued tho ordor that tho in- 

• * 

nates and all foreign workers w6ro to bo well treated. Tho SS, howovor, 
continued their brutal aothods at the tino when the Gonnan catastrophe 
was to bo recognized. That ms tho essential difforcnco. Tho reports for 
the punishaont of inoatos — wo 11 , I can«t say today whothor thoy mro ac¬ 
tually reported; porhaps it nay bo assunod; but tho reports woro only mado 
in such casos «*>cro one could actually rceognizod that, tho so inaatos woro 
absolutely stubborn in their refusal to work according to tho yiow of thoir 
Go men superiors. 

0 

Q.- Thank you. Thoro aro no further questions by tho Prosecution. Now, 
# 

Hr. Coanission, I would like to say that NI-11642 I an info mod would bo 
Prosecution Exhibit 2266. 

THE COJiOSSIOxIiR: That is that nunbor? 

MR. KDBKVPt 2266 for identification. 

THE COIMISSIOIER: Hill you lot no havo tho docunont? 

HR. KINSKDFF: Yos, m havo it hero. Ploase pass it to tho Commissioner, 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY DR. SEIDL: 

Q.- Witness, you testified that the iroatos woro alroady tirod whon 

thoy cano into the plant. How far was Camp IV whoro tho irnatos mro housod 

from tho plant itsolf? Did tho incites havo to march a long way? 

0 • 

A.- *foll, I don’t know oxactly how many kiloootors thoro woro, but I 

think thoro wore about tm or throo kilomotorsj porhaps ovon loss. I wasn't 
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exactly intoreatod in that distance at the time. 

Q.- Do you know »hore Cacp IV ms located? 

A.- Yes. I am not very sure about that. 

Q.- Were you over in Carp IV youraolf? 

A.- No. 

Q.- And you don't know whore Camp IV was located? 

A.- Geographically, I can't tell you at the moment. I only know that 

I passed it onco or twico and I lookod at what was goii^ on. 

y 

Q.- Whon did you actually ontor tho Auschwitz plant of Par ben? 

A.- On tho first of Juno 1943. 

Q.- '9x00 you saw thoso inoatoa carrying ccocnt bags, did thoso in¬ 
mates have to run while they woro carrying thoso ccocnt bogs? 

* • 

A.- No, not at all; it ms a propor spood. 

Q.- At what diatancos did they havo to carry thoso ccocnt bags? Ton 
motors? Ono hundred meters? 

A.- I think botwoon 10 and 50 motors. 

Q.- Did it over occur that two imates carriod a sack together? 

A.- I only observed thoso things in passing, but I obsorvod sometimes 
that thoy holpod oadh other. 

Q.- Did you ever notico that tho inaatos when carrying comont bags 

wsro driven and woro hurried by any rasistor? 

0 

A.- No, not atlall. 

Q.- You said that you only passingly observed then carrying comont 

# 

bags. Because you only observed that in passing, I want to ask you whethor 
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thia was conspicuous to you or whether the cement bags wsrocarriod by the 
innates in the saao my as by all other workers. 

A.- '-'ell, the imatos made thcnsolvos sene hecdcovors in order to 
protect their necks against the dust, as it is customary aaongat all ottor 
»orkora. They carried the bag on thoir backs. That is how it is always 
done, and it can't actually bo dene any othor way. They carried those bags 
but there were hardly any stops as obstaclos; sometimes thoy had to walk 
across boards, hit thoso distances wore only short and couldn't bo avoidod. 

Q.- Do you know that tho worics management of Farben at Auschwitz cons¬ 
tructed tj*o largo cone rot factories? 

A.- Yes, I heard of that. 

MR. KDBKDPP: Tho question should scok info mat ion rathor than sug¬ 
gest tho informotion you want to rccoivo. 

BY DR. SEIDL: 

Q.- i shall put another question. Do you know khothor tho jorka oana- 
-oaont constructed largo concroto foetorios in order to roduco tho 
transporting of tho coaont to tho smallost possiblo dogroo? 
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A.- Day and night thoy worked at tho technical construction of that 
plant. I never doubted that that plant was being planned and was undor 
construction. 

Q.- When fixing tho spood of tho iroatos* work did the Works Mana¬ 
gement as s hoc that thoy ware to produco tho saoo output as all c&her froo 
and foreign workers or was a different standard appliod? 

A.- Tho physical condition of tho inmates was taken into consideration 
in every respect ca far as it was at ell possible. 

Q.- Counsol for tho Prosecution has put a statement to you rfiich doalo 
with 50 to 60 por cent of tho inmates esployod at tho plant only boing nblo 
to do pert of tho work which was oxpoctod of them. I rosn't cloar vhat 
you wantod to oxpross by that and Z should liko to ask you to sexto what ax- 

* 0 

plain your statement. In particular, would you toll 00 how that paragraph 
was actually put into your affidavit? 

0 

A.- I roally can't remembor that. At any rato, that wasn't only ay 

• 0 

impression, namely, that approximately 60 por cont of tho inmatos wore only 
ablo to *ork. That was tho view of noarly all loading enployoos of Far bon. 

0 

It is quito natural that a human boing who is no longer at liborty, ovon 
if ho is in good physical condition, will novor bo ablo to produco tho saao 
output as a froo nan. Tlhon wo complained to tho forks Manager, Dr. Ddorr- 

fold, that the work waan t progressing proporly bocauso for logical reasons 

0 0 0 

tho inmatos woron't up to tho work, ho said, "Gentlemen, you don't hnvo 
to bo surprised about that. If I woro an inmate I wjuldn't act difforontly,»| 
Q.- I soo. But I must ask you about that onoo moro. By those 50 to 
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60 per cent aro you referring to the output of tho inmatos in conparlson 
to that of tho German and free workers? 

A.- I wanted to stato that tho output could only bo ostiontod at 
boing 50 to 60 per cont. 

0 

Q.- That is, 60 per cont of tho output of a German or free workor. ? 

0 

A.- Yes, that was «sy view. 

Q.- Did tho «orks hcnagccont teko into account this low output of 
tho inmates or did they endoavor to incroaso tho output of tho inmatos by 
forciblo morauros? 

A.- It was ay conviction that it was considered to bo senseless by 

tho 'forks Uanagonent to uso ary scans to incroaso tho output. 

• 

LR. UDtSKDFF: Ur. Cocedssionor, may I oborsvc that all tho quostions 
being eskod no* are quostions which wore ana wo rod in his original affida¬ 
vit for tho Defenso. Ho*a give® those answers to tho Dofonso and it is 
ell in ovidenco. fo have cross-oxnrainod about that end ho has Just changod 
tho nunboring of then. Now, all Dr. Soldi is doing is burdoning tho record 
with all his answers which aro in tho original affidavit. 

THE COttfISSIOiaP.: Aro; you objecting to those quostions, Ur. Uinakoff? 
UR. ICENSKDPFt I don't think this is rodiroct and thoroforo it is ob¬ 
jectionable. 

0 0 

TOE COMilSSIOKER: Dr. Soldi, you progably have that in mind, but do 
you wish to cake any specific reply to this objoction? 

ER. SEIDL: Ur. Coesdssionor, tho question of tho ability of tho in- 

aatos as th their percentage in thoir output was doalt with by tho Proso- 

0 0 

cution in thoir cross examination. It was, aftor all, tho Prosocution 

16475 


12 yay-Jt-FI^-5-3-Gcldborg (Int, R&Slor) 

Court Ho. VI, Caso VI - COBOSSIOlf II 

who brought up thoso 50 to 60 por cent and it la thoroforo tho Defonso's 
duty to clarify i*at this witness actually ocant by thoso 50 to 60 por 
cent. I an convinced that I kept exactly within thelimits of cross examin¬ 
ation and I am furthor cccwincod that I would have aovoroly violatod ny 
dutios as Defense counsol had I not clarified that particular point. But, 
of ccurse, now I havo no more questions on that natter. 

TOE CCUaSSIOIEB: I think that tho argumont ia sufficiont for tho ro- 

* # 

cord and you will go ahoad with your examination, ploaso. Dr. Soldi. 

y 

3Y DR. S2DL: 

0.- Tho Prosecution askod you about tho physical condition of tho in¬ 
mates and about tho amount of food they had. You said that a nuabor of 
thoso innatos wore under-nourished. Toll do, wjro all inantos undornourishod 
or did that differ? 

A.- Differences woro particularly rocognizablo botwson tho so-callod 
Aryan and Jewish innatos. Tho J owish innatos woro naturally far worse off. 

Among tho so-callod Aryans thoro woro quite c number of inantos *ho lookod 

* • * 

rathor well. Of courso, thoro woro some too, among tho Jowish inmatos, but 
to a auch lessor extent. It doponded how long thoy had alroody boon in 
tho concentration comp. 

q.- Did you at any time hear of o Ho is tor or any other ncabor of Far- 
bon, that ho hod punished an inmate bocauso of too low an output of rk 
or that ho reportod him? 

A.- I only obsorvod once or twice how a Hoistor was boating an inraatoj 

However, you can't iosignato that beating is a ndstreatment. I could only 
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find out tho cauao in one caso. In tho other case tho Isolator said that 
tho ineatc cade a technical mistake bocauso of stubbomoss which led to 
tho cessation of a pert of tho machinery. This iaaato, incidentally, was 
quite intelligent. 

'*•- And did this nis treatment lead to tho drnago of health of tho so 
innate s? 

A.- No, not at All. They continued to wrk inoodiatoly thoroaftor. 

Q.- Do you know rrhethor tho 'ferfas Management issuo^ a prohibition 
at a very early date according to idiich no ono was to bo mistroatod at 
tho construction plnco? 

A.- T cs. I think I already nontionod that today. I can recall that 

at tho ond of 1943 it was expressed again and again during plant conforon- 

cos that tho foreign workors and tho inactos wore to bo troatod docontly 

end that that would servo tho cr.uso ouch hotter. This diroctivo was issuod 

by Ducrrfold and tho TTorka Uanegenont and it wvs to bo transmit tod to tho 

low>r levels. Ninoty-nino pore on t of tho Gorman ccployoos would havo bo- 

havod docontly even without such directives. On tho other hand, thoro 

# 0 

wore paoplo »*w» waro inclined to torturo pcoplo anywry and that, of courso, 
could not bo noticod by tho 'forks Management oven if thoy patrollod tho 
plant ovory day. But I hoard that whenevor something did occur Dr. Duorz*- 
fold always took steps to stop it. 

Q.- "itnoss, did you over sco a so-called output shoot? 

A.- No, I only hoard of it. 

Q.- Do you krxr.r nhothcr tho entire output of a detail was fixod for tho 
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detail as such on only for the individual inmate? 

A.- As far as I have hoard it was always the output of tho entire de¬ 
tail which was considered because it was only in that way that one could 
compile tho statistical material. 

Q.- At tho very beginning of the cross-examination you woro askod 
ntethor tho employment of inmates at Auschwits plant Far bon was human; 
whereupon you answered that tho "orks Management was only employing in- 

nates because such asploynsnt was ordorod by tho highest authorities. I 

• + 

now want to ask you whether at any tiao, according to your conviction, tho 
'forks Management had issued an ordor which could havo led to inhumane 
troatoont. 

A.- No, I don't )ax>w that. 

O.- Could you obsorvo — 

A.- *fhat? 

Q.- I haven't finished ny question. Could you obsorvo that tho Works 
Management failod to do ovorything which was nocossr.ry in ordor to im- 
provo tho working conditions at tho plant for tho inmates as well as for 
tho freo workors? 

A.- In viow of tho construction of such a hugo plant, it is natural 
that at tho beginning it cannot bo called a paradiso/ Tho hygionic ins¬ 
tallations woro as unfavorable fw tho Germans at tho beginning as thoy wro 
for tho inmatos. Of courso, ea tiao progressed it all dovolopod quito 

spocdlly. Tho technical installations woro improved to such an oxtont that 
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a lot of superfluous work was oliainctcd. In addition to that, the hygienic 

insta l l a tions wore also improved. 

DR. SE2DL: I have no further questions, Mr. Coanisslonor. 

THE CCMOSSIOHER: Is there any rccross-ocaaination? 

* 

UR. UIKSXOFFj If it pleaso the Creel a3loner, yes. 
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R390B S-EXAKI NATION • • 

31 UR. UIKSHDFP: 

* 0 

Q.- Mr. HitncBS, 70 U stated you never wore in Uonowitz, isn't that 

correct? 

A.- Tos. 

Q.- You don't really know what kind of hygienic facilities thoro woro 
in Monowit a? 

A.- that I said clout hygienic installations roforxcd only to thoso 
within tho plant. I was never in tho Coop Jtonowitz. I only passed it from 
tho outsido. 

Q.- Now, Mr. "itnoss, you stated oh your rcdiroct that tlno and time 

again tho Construction Kanagcecnt conforoncos discussod tho boating of 

# 6 

inoatos by civilians and said it should not bo done. Ifaw, Ur. witness, will 

0 0 

you toll this Court if tho civilians, Moistors and foremen, rn.ro net boating 
tho inoatos, why was it nocossaxy to discuss it tine end tixao again in cony 
forenccs? 

DR. 8 EIDL: I can't recall having hoard tho witnoss mako a statohont 
which would Justify any such conclusion. As far os I ruacanbor tho witnoss 
t-stifiod that it res repeatedly pointed out that tho rwrkors woro to bo 
woU-trootod. 

UR. MDBKOFF: Hr. CoaaLssioncr, this is tho most inpropor thing wo 
havo over hod ih this court. Tiao and tine again Dr. Soidl gots up horo 
and testifies so that tho witnoss know* what to say. Tho record will show 
for itsolf what ho said and what ho didn't say, and ho ought to objoct or 
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not object and rot state what the witness has told v» or hasn't told us. 

THE CCMflSSICIEP.: -toll, is there anything you wish to put into tto 
record in response to Dr. Seidl's objection? 

klKSKCFP: llo; I'd like to have the witnoss answer the question. 
THE COiQUSSIO&R: TOo witnoss aay answer. 

TOE WITNESS: 'Jould you please repeat tho question briefly? 

31 1{R. WNSKOFF: 

* 0 

Q.- You testified, lir. witness, on redirect undor quostions put to 

0 

you by Dr. Soldi, that at construction conferences that >©u attorded it 

was timo end time again discussod that civilians wore boating inmates nrd 

that tho Construction uaaagesent said that that should not happen and gavo 

• * # 

instructions against it. Now I iub asking you this question: If, in fact, 
civilians wore not booting iron tea djy was it nocossary timo aid timo agal^ 
to discuss that at construction conforencos? 

A.- I can't raxeber having used tho expression "again and again". I 

can only ronoabor having said that during plant or building conforonflos 

% 

this fact was pointod out bccauso tho Works Management had learned of such 

0 

casos. Tho plant was about six or sovon kilooctors lor^ and Duorrfold, of 
courso, couldn't bo everywhere. I said that 99 percent of tho Coraan em¬ 
ployees had a great donl of compassion for thoso inmatoa. Only a vory small 
polecat ago - and I think in every notion you will find that percentage — J 

wore guilty of these tcrrlblo violations. Of courso, such matters ware ro- 

• 0 

ported to tho Works lancgcmont, but not again and again, tut only from 
cose to caso. 
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Q.-Jir. witness, during tho tiao that you wero at I.G.-Auschwitz, 
isn't it c fact that approximately 90por cent of the inmates working at 
I.G. Auschwitz wire Jowish or political prisoners? 

A.- How many Jowish or political or crimi na l irraates thoro wore and 
what the proportion between then was, I could only rocognizo in tho course 
of tine. Today, or onco oftor I had been at Ausxhwitz for a yoar, for 
instance, I could say that at least 30 por cent of thorn wero criminal 
i rentes. 

Q.- And the otlior 70 por cortt? 

0 0 

A.- Tho other 70 per cent, well, I can't guarantee thoso figures 
that I aa giving you but I assume that tho othor 70 por cont consisted 
of 40 por cont Jowish inaatos and 30 por cont so-called Aryan inoatoa; 
but I can't toll you that exactly. Of course, tho pioturo chnngod again 
and again. 

Q.- Mow, Ur. TTitness, I ir.nt to get back ono moment to thoso 50 to 
60 p-~r cont. Co you recall whon you mudo a statement to tho Prorocution tho 
original statement merely said 40 to 5C nor cont of tho inmatos could al- 

V . . A 

most do what was expected of them and that you thought that was wrong and 

* • 

you crossed tho typewritten port out and, in your om handwriting, said 
"50 to 60 por cont could almost do what was oxpoctod of than." 

• 0 

Now, Lr. Witness, in that sentence you spoak only of whothor thoy ware 

ablo to do what was oxpoctod of that and you tcako no mention of whothor 

Far ben countod thoir work at a higher por cent or a lower per cont. Now, 

are you at this tiao changing that answer? Do you wish to say now that 
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you merely meant Far ben could oxpoct only 50 to 60 per edit or was your 
ansror correct »*>cn you gavo it to us undor oath? 

A.- The correction idiich I made from 40-50 to 50-60 cannot bo consi¬ 
dered to be a correction of nine. At that time I was convinood that I 
never said there **rc 40 to 50 per cent. 1 thought it was only a nistoko 

by the ccurt reporter and I insist on thoso 50 to 60 por cont. 

9 99 

Q.- Yes, I understand that, Ur. witness, and I hare no quarrol with 
it. The quostion I on asking now is at that time when you said that tho 

correct figure WS« 50 to 60 per cent of tho inoetos could almost do what 

9 

was expected of then, you were specking only of their ability 6o cany 
out what was cxpoctcd of them by tho Parben management and rot at what 
f iguro tho Farbon rated thoir efficiency. 

Now I aa asking you, arc you tryirg to change that tostimony today 
or do you still stand by it? 

A.- T •'as only a very snail plant loador. I only had a very small 
rango of view from which I could ob'wno thoso mattors. I don't know what 
tho bails a* s at tho higher lovols for »bo ostimto of tho porcontago of 
tho output. Ttnso 50 to 60 porcont wero only ostinetdd by nysolf and I 
actually rocognisod in tho courso of tiao that that was in accordance with 

tho truth. As I lator ro cognized, Far bon actually took this low output in¬ 
to account. 

9 

Q.- Mr. Witness, you still haven't understood it. You wore not spook- 
* 99 

ing, in tho statement you gav_ to tho Prosecution, about output, whether Jt 
was 20 por cont or 50 or 80 or a hundred; you specifically wore nnntioning 
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tho conditions of the work and how cany porsons of those workihg thoro, 

• * • 

tho irsaates, could do almost Wiat was copcctcd of then and how mry could 
not oven do thet end in tho category of those who could do olaost i*»at 


was expected of thorn you said 50 or 60 per cent belong in that catogory. 

Now, is that year correct testimony? 

t » # 

A.- *08,. At that tine, when making ay testimony — 

[R. SZH~.: Tour Honor. I objoct to tho continuation of tho examination/ 
I think that tho witness no larger knows what exactly ho is boing asked 
by tha Prosecution, I ahink that he is to bo afforded on opportunity to 
explain what o:r.:tly ho meant by those 50 to 60 per cont. I want to make 
this notion because tho Prosecution already taado an objection during toy 
redirect oxaairation t*»nt this, matter was boing troatod and now tho Pro- 
socution once more is ombarking on this enttor. In ay conviction tho 
witnocs is crw.iroly confused and ho doosn't know what is boing askod of 
him at alt. 


LH. JCraOT?: I rako this obtO'.-ftSon for the rocord, Mr. Cownissionor 

% 

First, tho ebjoctien wo raised on the redirect was not directed to this 
50 to 60 per o nt. It was dir-ctoo to tie officioncy rotings of Farben 


givon to tho various employees, which is covorod in tho original affi¬ 
davit and which Dr. Soldi went into all over again. On this particular 
quostion tho language in tho affidavit which this witnoss gavo to tho Pro¬ 
secution is clear and unambiguous and requiroa no interpretation. Tho on¬ 
ly question before the Court is whether tho witnoss now wants to eh an go 
that. Its language is perfectly clear and thoro is no quostion about it. 
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I 

0 

Now, the witness of course is perfectly froo to chango that or say whothor 

it oafcos any v*«ffcrcnco by it, and that was the opportunity I wantod to 

give him when I asked him the qujstion. 

THE COUffiSSIONZS: Hall, he's ansmred all your questionseso far. 

UR. MIfEKOFP: Thoro aro no further questions for tho Prosocution. 

* 

THE COHUISSIONER: Dr. Seidl, havo ypu anything furtter to ask this 

witness? nc aro caning now to cloven o'clock end I imogino that tho film 

0 

or tho sound errangeconts will have to bo changed, so jjorhaps you will 
organizo your questions whilo wo tala a rocoss unless you havo something 
you wish to say iocodiatoly. 

This tearing will bo rocossod for f if toon minutes. 

(A roccss was taken.) 


14485 



12 kay-W-IIr-7,8 -1- Rader (Int. von Schon) 
Court VI Case VI CCSflCSSION 


THE COiMSSIONZP-i Tfce Cocnlasion is in session again. 

RS-DIRECT SC/iUINATION 

BT DR. S2IDL: 

Q 'fitness, I =ust ask you once nore to explain what this 50$ to 
fC% scans whic tho Prosecution spoke of? 

A I was able to answer this question when Z was interrupted. In 
ny subconscious cind, I was always thinking of a work output of 50$ to £0$. 
Q Hhat does tho 90$ to 60 $ re for to? 

^ • 

A It refers to tho work output of a nonsal, free, well fod worker. 
Q Tho Prosecution has introduced, for identification, document 
NI-116A2. Paragraph 5 of this ebeuaent doals with this 50$ to 60$ again. 
Now I want to ask you whothor this Paragraph 5 in this affidavit was 
formulated by you or was it written by tho Prosocution or Just glvon to 
ycu to sign? 

A A a far as I roaoaber, I was nakod ... 

Q ifitness, 1 want to know whothcr ... 

UR. mNSfDFP: Lot hin answer tho question you put to hln. 

THE ’.ffTHSSSi As far as I rcocabor, I was naked what tho porcontago 
was of tho insates who could bo expectod to do full value work, and I said 
50$ to 60$. 

BT DR. SELDL: 

Q Uitnoss, that is scoothing new now. New you are saying you woro 

naked what tho percentage of the instates was who could bo oxpocted to do 

a-ifull dpys 1 work. Now, do you ncan by that tho work of a froo Conaan or 
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foreign worker? 

A Tea, that'a what * roan. I scan tho work of a free German or 
foreign worker, 

Q New 1 went to a A you again, was paragraph 5 in this affidavit 
which you idgnod for the froeocutlon written by you, or waa thia *holo 
affidavit projerod by tho Prosecution and Just given to you to sign, 
baaed, cf course, or. interrogations? 

J. ainyj "r.tho questions thet were aakod oo. I waa to,.. 
0 trow, I cr. a* king you whether thia affidavit which consists 
of three pages *’-z fonaxUuteJ by you ard written by yew? 

A llo. 

0 . Aai whether .\t *we I inishod ar.d given to ycu for signature? 

A It. was ju.it givjn -<• nc zo s'go. 

!)h. SSlil: !Io farther enaction*. 

7rS OrJlXSSICaBK- 1!-. ^ins^aTl, I think that if you have furthor 
questior: ?r. >cgard to this witness, that they should bo rathor briof t 
because I ••Vuk oa-iro ril joet i f -h i rffJdarita n-osontod has been 
fully covered. 

US. ‘135??: “*noy aOT. bo briof, ri.. Coaai ssic-nor. 

TK5 CarCSSIWiER: If you iil<n*e. 

RZ-RXR0T5 kxakin;tion 

BY UR. LTNSfQTV: 

Q Hr, Hitrcss, c?n you rest* ScrasT.’ 

A To a. 

Q You undoratarel Goman? 
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A Tea. 

Q You aro Tnam, are you not? 

A Tea. 

Q Hear, ihcn you gave thia affidavit to the Prosecution, did you 
first hevo an interrogation to answer questions of the Prosecution? 

A To a. 

Q And then, on the basis of that interrogation, tho affidavit 
was drawn and subedited to you? 

A Yos* s 

Q Did you read it carefully through 7 

A Yos. 

Q Ard did you enko any changes in it? 

A Yos. 

• • 

3 How, on thia particular paragraph that we are referring to, and 

on idiich thcro has been ao cuch discussion, when tho paragraph wea firat 
given to you, did it any AO* and 50*? 

A Yos. 

Q Tfca it your ovn suggestion and your own handwriting that you 
charged it to <0* - 60*? 

A I couldnlt r^aecbor having said anything about AO* to 50*. I 
only know thet I acid 50* to 60*. 1 ao cortain of that.- 

Q That's rifht. So it is your re collection that tho right figuro 
was 50* to 60*? 

A Yes. 

Q Ard you wero given the opportunity, by the Prosecution, to jut 
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the figure that you thought was right darn? 

A Yea. 

1 After you nade all the necessary corrections that you thought 
necessary, you thon signed the affidavit? 

A Yos. 

Q You initialled each change? 

A Yes. 

UR. KINSKDFF: Now Ur. Casaissioner, at this tine 1 don't want to 
burdon the rocord and offer the entire affidavit in ovidonco, but in view 
of tho discussions we have had bore on this cnc paragraph, I offer paragraph 
5 of >0-11642 in evidence. W c have already given this an oxhibit nuobor. 

THE COiaaSSIONER: *os, that's oorrcct. 

UR. UINSXDPF: It will bo tho ssao exhibit nusbor in ovidonco 
instead of identification. 

THE COUCSSIONfR: Dr. Soldi. 

DR. SEIDL: I object to the adaiasion of this docuncnt. 

TOE COMMISSIONER: Wtet is your cbjoction? 

DR. SELDL: I object to the adaission of this dacuoont in ovidonco. 

TOe witnoss has tostifiod at soeo longth on this aibjoct, paragraph 5, 
which consists of 00 I 7 two sentences which, according to tho witnoss, ho 
did not writo hiasolf. I see no Justification in introducing a now 
docuoort row, aftor the introduction of ovidonco has been concluded. But 
sinco tho Prosecution wants to introduce this document, I oust put sooo 
more questions to the wit re sa. 

THE COaaSSIOHER: Dr. Soldi, Just a accent. I hope that you will 
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sake your examination brief because I am convinced that the material 
covered by thoso affidavits has been fairly gone into by both counsel, 
aixl in Ur. Uinskoff's last examination, he has not broutfit any now material 
in, material that has not boon dealt with before. 1 won't foreclose you 
on further examination, but I would like you to make it brief. I think 
you should make it brief, yoo. 

DR. S2IDL: Witness, the Prosecution has ctfferod paragraph 5 of 
their affidavit, HI-U462. Now I wart to ask ycu, does this give an 
accurate picturo of all the statements that you mado in answer to tho 
questions of tho Prosocution? ‘ 

TIE itITIESSs Yes. 

DR. SZIDLi I am speaking only of paragraph five. 

UR. ICINSXOrPl Ur. Ccomissionor, that is purely impropor. It implios 
that this ono paragraph can givo a pure anl cooploto picture of tho wholo 

e 

situation at Auschwitz. Thore is one limited point involvod hero, and 
to state that wo have put it in so as to show that it covors all of 
Auschwitz or tho entiro interrogation, of ccxirae it docs not. 

IKE COidflSSlONnU Your remarks will bo in the record for tho 
Tribunal 1 s consideration. You may proceed. 

DR. SEIDL: Ho further questions. 

UR. IflNSKOPFt No questions from the Prosecution. 

THE (BiUISSIONER: Tho witness is oxcusod. 

Aro thcro any other witnesses to bo examinod this morning? 

0 & 

UR. 1HNSICFF: There were several others, Ur. Coanissionor, but I 
an informed that thoy have not yet arrived. They aro also Duorrfeld 
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witnesses. May I ask D r . Soldi if they will arrive sccetiae today, this 
being the last day? Have y>u »ac stateaent on that?. 

DR. SEIDL: 1 an info me d that the witness Schonnulin will cortoinly 
arrive today, but I have heard that there is a railroad strike going on. 

It is possible that as a result of tho strike the witness was not cblo to 
appear in tine. I want to inforc the Prosecution ireediatoly and tho 
Ccccissioner to the extent ... 

* 

THE CQUlflSSIOHHt: Dr. Seidl, as you will undoubtedly understand, 
tho Ccccissioner is extreedy anxious to cooporate, and l^will bo in my 
office until 5:oo o'clock. If yotrann cones at 5'00, wo will havo to nako 
saao arrangcaonts for en oxtra tine session, but I will coopcrato with 
70 U in any wey necessary. 

This hearing will recess until furtbor notico. 

(Tho hoaring rocessed pending ftirthor notico.) 
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I, «LL1 j6 G. .OLIOT, AGO . 3-397399, horeby certifjr that I aa 
a duly appointed, qualified and acting Caaaissioncr, to take t’.io testimony 
of witnesses under Ord-r of Tribunal Ko. 6, in the case of United Gtatos 
rl Anerica vs .Crauch et alj that pursuant to said Order, upon the dates 
hereinafter listed, I have supervised the taking of testimony #f wit¬ 
nesses examined before me, and said testimony has hcrotoforo been properly 
recorded, reported and filed in the Office of thu becrotary Oenoral and 
new constitutes a part of the official transcript of proceedings in the 
abeve case; and tho dates #f such examinations, nan os of witnossoe and 
pages ef sAid official transcript aro as follows: 

Date Kame of_.fttMM Official Transcript 

6 -ay, 1?U3 Lrnst Hackeoann 13739-13751 

6 Jay, 1?1*6 Gerhard Dietrich 13752-13771 

6 My, 19US Guenther Schiller 13772-13733 

6 Jay, 191*8 Horbort UlitskA 1373U-13797 

7 Uay, 19U8 Gustav .Axrr 1389l*-1392l* 

7 i 8 My, 19U3 Rudelf Doemcdng 13925-13.^3 

8 :tay, 1JU8 .iax Faust 13?65-UOlil 

12 Jay, 19u3 Karl 3ayer Ui)^3-lJili90 

—> 12 My, 19ii6 Frits Scherauly UiU92-lU507 


I further certify that the aferesai^ transcript pages cea- 
prise a full, true and cerrcct repert of said proceedings, testimony 
and evidence hoard and recorded at proceedings befero said Ccuulssionor 


Dated at I.urnberg, Germany, Jay 21*, 191*8 


Jaaeo G. Bulroy • 

C*=ai3siener of Tribunal ]!•. 6 


deceived 

1 Original, signed 
1 Jimeo, signed 
UO JLzee. Cepies 
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AFTEHM30N SESSION . - 

(The hearing reconvened at 1433 hours, 12 May 1948.) 

THE MARSHAL! The Coasiaaion is again in session. 

CCtlC SSI ONER: Dr. Soldi, it scaas that you have a witness for 
examination this afternoon. 


DR. SEIDL: Mr. Cccdssioner, anothor witness has arrived called 
Fritz Schensuly. 


COMMISSIONER: Js he a Gcraan? 

*% 

DR. SEIDL: Yes, he is a Gcman. 


COMMISSIONER: mi yru bring the witness in, Mr. Marshall? 

Mr. Witness, you will raiso yeur right hand, say "I", and atato your nemo. 

THE VCTNESS: I, Pritz Schensuly. 

0 

CaattSSIONER: Ropent this oath after oo, "I swoar by God, tho 
Alxdghty and tho Ctanisclent, that I will speak tho puro truth, aid will 
withhold and add nothing." 

(Tho witness repeated the oath.) 

CCUGSSIONER: T ho witnoss may bo scatod. 

DR. SECDL: Tou may procood. 

CCMCSSIONER: Just a aooont, Dr. Soldi. Mr. Marshal, will you 
state for tho record whet defendants are now prosent In court? 

a 0 

THE MARSHAL: May it pleaso Your Honor, tho dofondart, Duorrfold, 
is present in tho courtroom. 

COMMISSIONER: Very well, you may procood. Dr. Soldi. 

DR. SEIDL: Mr. Commissioner, tho affidavit of tho witness, Fritz 
Schensuly, of 16 September 1947 is in Book VI of Defense Document Book. 
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It is on page 1 of that document book and boars the Number 102. 

COMMISSIONER: Dr. Seidl, I lost s:mo of that. Would you aind going 
back and giving no that data again? Thank you. 

DR. SEIDLi I shall repeat what you Just said. The affidavit of tho 
witness. Frits Schcnzuly, is in Document Book VI of tho dofondant. 

Dr. Duerrfold's docuaent books. It is on pago 1 of that book. The 
affidavit boars the number, IXierrfeld L 02 , and it was submitted as 
Exhibit 103. Tou may proceed. Dr. Seidl. 

DIRECT EXPIRATION 

BT DR. SEIDI4 

Q Witness, on tho 16th of September 19A7 you mado an affidavit 
available to tho defense. It was sworn bofbre a notary in Munich on that 
aano day? 

A To s. 

Q Witness, are those statcaor *s mado in that affidavit mado by you 
voluntarily? 

A Too, this affidavit was mado voluntarily. 

Q And it was signed by you voluntarily, was it? 

A Tea. 
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Q. In order to eoopleto the record, would you please state your 
full aeae end th® dato of your birth? 

1. I, Tritz Scherauly, was bom — on the 21st of July 1897, at 
Munich. 

Q. I have a few supplemental questions to put to you, Vitnoss, At 
the beginning of your affidavit you stato that after serving a term or 
prison for trade in narcotics you were sent to a concentration easy, 
Mauthausen, in Hovenber 1941 on preventive custody? 

i. Tcs. 

Q, Had you beoneentonced by mothor court in Germany boforo that? 

i. As far as I roeoobor, I was sentencod in 1920 with 7 days 
imprisonment; 1921, 6 months: and in 1930, 1 year; in 1931 2 yonrs 
and 9 months; and then afterwards I servod my sontenco in the camp. 

Q. Ao far as you romoabor, there wore four procoodlngs against you, 
wero there? 

A. Tes. 

Q. Vhon wore you sent to a concentration camp for tho first timo? 

A, That was Sovoobor 1941 when I wan sent to Mauthausen. 

Q, Vhon wero you sont to tho labor c«=p Monowitz? 

A. ipril 1943. 

Q. Voro you tho only imato who in ipril 1943 -as transferred 
from Mauthausen to Monowitz, or wore thoro a mebor of you? 

A. Approximately 2,00 or 2,500 inmates voro transferred from 
Mauthausen to Monowitz. 

Q. Vhat was tho trianglo you wore at Hauthauaon or Guson vhon you voro 
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transferred to Mooowit* — was It croon or red? 

K It vae from, 

Q. Vcro the other 2,000 or 2,500 insates, who in April 1943 
were transferred to Konowitz with you, inaatos wearing a green triangle? 

K Thcro wero only innatea thcro woarlng a green triangle. 

li. In what state of health, as far as you rcncobor, wore thooo 
inaatos who in April 1943 woro sent froc H authauaon or Gusen to Mono^ 
wit*? 

A. Ho were centto Honowit* where we wero rocolrod by tho canp 
leader, Schoottl, and crcp physician, IS-, ^dross. V 0 all had to Uko 
oft ott clothos, and wo then had to batho and them par ado boforo tho 
carp physician. Vhon they a aw us, thoy shook thoir hoads bocauao wo 
had all bccoao Tory thin and lookod llko skeltons. Tho next di$r tho 
protoctiro custody coop lcador told us that wo would stay at tho block 
for 14 days, staying in bod, without doing any work, and thon ho said in 
addition to tho food glron to us by tho caop, wo would rocelro anothor 
ncal in order that wo aay ro carer. That was Mtually do no. Only 14 doyo 
afterwords wo woro assigned to our work, to our various work dotoils, 

Tho longest dotall, which was assignod at tho tiao, was a dotail consist 
ting of only "greon* insatos , which had to work on a l«wn. This dotail 
was gradually dissolrod and thon distributed nnong tho othar dottfls, Tho 
food at tho Konowitz c«sp in eosparlson to tho food at othor canps was 
consider ably hotter. In tho c«p of Mnuthausan, C-uson, Stoyr, all tho 00 
C *=P* whoro I was an inoato, wo rocoirod nothing but boots and potatooc, 
and those woro sostly in a foul condition. In Monowit*, for inst.mco, 
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wo rceoivcd our aooa coal at night. As a role, wo received a noon 
aaal at aeon, hut thoro wo got it at night. In addition, wo had aau- 
sagoa end a tenth of a pound of cargarlno. That was throe tinea a 
week. Tour tioos a week wo had a fifth of a pound of nargarino. v o 
had a yiartcr broad, Tfcon wo had sausago and choc so or aauaago and nar- 
nalado, and sonetiac* cbooao and buttor. Then wo had a quarter broad, 
and then ono liter of thick eoup. llac wo had tho so-callod "?una n 
Sou P at noon, which was given to us by tho I.G. Far bon. I rceanbor an 
incident thoro, six nonths after I wasin Monowitz, I Socabo a capo. 

I ho* a detail of 25 con. Vo had to do digging work. Vo had to oarry 
• ttoncs and then carry sooothing olso on our way back. I had to cross 
'tho aain road. 

Q. I oust lntorrv*>t you, Vitness. I don't think it is noccsoary for 
us to go into detailc now. If nocossary, I shall put sobo quoationn to 
you,but at first I want to kn<* how your own pl^sical stato, as woll as th. 
physical stato of hoalth of tho other 2,000 lnmtos dovelopod, who had 
boon transforrod to Monowitr , 

■A, Vhon I wont to Monowitz free Mauthausen I wolghod 40 pounds, 
and l was 1 notor 60 high. I stayod in Mauthauson for sobo tiao longor, 
orin GuBon-Mnuthauson. I naturally would havo died, but in Monowitz wo 
all recoverod. I don't know of ono of tho insntos who had boon trans¬ 
ported to Monowitz who died of exhaustion. Haturally, now and again it 
did happen that they died, but whothor that was duo to tho inaato himsolf 
of whothor it was duo to tho food, thatio another cattor, altog'othor, 

Sobo inaato a ease hotso in tho ovening and otayOd qulotly, that is, of tor 
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the work was finished, eftor tho roll call, hut other lnmatos visitod 
ono friend hero, ono friend thoro, and sort of loafod around tho 
caarp, as wo called it. 

Q. I think what you have said bo far will sufflco. Veuld you 
briefly r'saarize how tho physical stato of health dovelopod during 
that tlno at Monowltr? 

A. It dcvolopod Tory favorably. 

TKZ COWISSICSSi! Just a olnuto, plonso, Er. Soldi, I ns going 
to ask you, does this oxaoinatlon consist of changos or alterations 
of tho affidavit, or is this oaterlal already containod In tho af¬ 
fidavit? 

IR. SEIDL: This natorlal consists of somo supplementations to 
tho affidavit. I only h«ro a vory fow quostlons, aftor whl-h I shall 
bo able to conclude ny dlroct oxweination. 

THE CQWI53ICNIH: J think you should sake thee rathor brlof bo 
causo I think tho controlling rulo on tboso ©xaolnations , If I under¬ 
stand corroctly, is that you say ask tho wltnoas if ho doslros to mnko 
any changes or corrections, but I re qulto certain that It was novor 
contoxplatcd that tfto affidavit should bo oxpanded indofinltoly. You 
nay go nhnqd. 

3T ra. smi 

Q, *ltnoso, In your affidavit, you stato attho vory beginning that 
tho S3 alono anfi soaotlaes tho lnsatos thonsolvos woro responsible for 
food. Has tfco.vo a so-collod health adainlstratlon of lnnatos In tho 
Monowl tx Csep ? 
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A, Tos,of coureo. Tho Internal adsinlstratlon In the cano nolthor 
concerned tfco SS nor anyone else. There was the block oldest, tho camp 
oldest, -the capo, etc, 

Q. That will suffice for the eosent now. Who was In charge of 
tho allocation of the lrsatea to tho various work details? 

A, That was the labor service lcador or tho labor sorvlco d®rk, 

Q. Yho was that? 

A. That was a cor tain Schuihof. 

And the labor scrvlco leader coacornod hlasolf with details 
or did ho loave that to the labor servico clor, Schuihof? 

A. Ho naturally had to leqve it to the elorte bocauso tho labor 
sorvico loedor didn’t concorn hlasolf about dotails, he Just subnlttod 
tho oggostlon and that this ono or that ono was transforrod thoro and 
thoro. 

IB, oSIBLl Tory well* I h«70 no furthor $:o«tion* to tho wltnoss, 

TEZ CCWHISSICH22: Tho prosecution will cross oxaoino. Boforo any¬ 
thing further is dono, howovor, it will probably bo in ordor for bo to 
adviso 'his witness that although it is his prlvilogo and right to 
tostlfy quite freoly as to any aattora brought to his attontion, tho 
answers to questions should bo directly rosponsivo and tho wltnoss should 
not add anything outsido tho questions asked; and also, Mr. Vitnoss, will 
you ploaso obsorve tho lights in front of you* Tho yollow light, that in¬ 
dicates that you are talking too fast, and you will havo to slow down in 
ordor for us to got tho rocord cosploto; od whan tho rod light floohos, 

then you Bust stop talking until you havo toon told to go on. If you will 
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Just keop those thicks In mind, wo will proceod on? -thly and wo will got 
the Jot> d«no procptly. Thank you. 

CBOSS SliHISATICS 

3i kh. mmszcst: 

Q, Mr. Vitnoss, will you toll tho court what your inmate numbor 
waa that you hero inscribed on your hand, on your arm? 

A. 13955. It wasn't tattoood on cy ana for ono roason. Only 
Jews and foroig»ers had thoir arms tattoood. That did not apply to Belch 
Gomans. 

Q. You DCs th-t did not apply to Aryan H oich c onaano? 

A. Voll, there woro sobo Oomana who had hhcnsolvos tattoood volual 
tarlly, but nono of thaa woro forcod to do that at Monowit*. 

Q. Sow, Hr. Vitnoss, in your affidarlt yotx montionod that you sorvod 
tho tom of icprlsonncnt for trado and naritioe, and then woro eont tc 
tho Concentration Carp Mnuthauaon in Si'voobor 1941. On your diroot a- 
aoinatlon by Ik. Coidl you olaborated upon jrur affidarlt and ctmtlonod 
sororal oorlior con*rictl~no In 1920, and *21, and I bolloro ono in '31. 

You aleo aldod that you had a groon trianglo, which le a criminal trianglo. 
Sew, M r . Vitnoss, Just so tho roc'rd will bo conyloto, will you toll tho 
c~urt tho first tico you woro cerrrlctod « f a crlsOT 

A. I boliowo in 1920. 

Q. And will y-u toll tho c urt what tho nature of tho crimo was? 

A. 2occuso of thoft. 

Q. Mr. Vitnoss, will you now toll tho court tho socond tlso you 
woro conTictod of a crlao7 
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K The ■econd tlce la 1923 — bo*lnnla$ of 1923, Jppll, or 
bocanao of theft, sad becauio of receiving. 
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CTXSSS EXAMINATION 

3T 1R. ICNSKDFFj 

Q Now, Mr. Witness, I know this is scrao tine back, but isn't 
it a fact that you woro convictod of a criao in May 1922? 

A Quito possiblo, but I can't rcoonbor it now. Yos, I thinks 
two months; I think so, yos. 

Q And that was also for thoft? 

A Yos, yos, thoft, that is right. 

Q And do you recall again in 1922, tho following month, boing 
convictod for thoft? 

A Yos. Wall, that concomod ono trial. As far as Ixonorabor, 
that was all ono trial: two months. 

Q Now, Hr. fitnoss, tho 1920 conviction and tho May 1922 con¬ 
victions and tho June 1922 conviction woro throo soperato convictions 
with throo soperato scntonccs. N<w do you not rocall that at all at tho 
prosont tino? 

A I only know that I was lmprisonod for two months. It may 
havo boon connoctod with tho other sontonoo, but I don't know. 

DR. SEIDL: Hr. Casaissionor, I don't want to objoct to that 
quostion; las not sure whothar tho translation oamo through. Ho said 
that thoro was ono trial but that a larfjor of deeds woro considarod ct 
tho sano tino during that ono trial. Porhaps tho prosecutor will ropoat 
his quostion. 

BY HR. 1CDBHDFF: 

Q I will bo glad to. Hr. Witness, irill you try to rocall 
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whether it is a fact or not that after the 1920 conviction which yoi 
spoke of thoro wore two convictions in 1922, ono nonth apart, and both 
for theft, and both-involved soparato sontonocs? 

A Yes, x had two sentences, tut only ono sentence was sorvod 
by no—tut tharo woro two actual trials connoctod in ono sontcnco—two 
procedures connected in ono sontonco; that is qirito possiblo, yos. 

Q AU right. Hr. Witness, nor tho noxt tirao you wore convictod 
of a crime you sato was 1923, in May. 

A Yos, boginning of 1923. ^ 

Q And trhat was tho nature of that crino 7 

A That was rocoiving, theft, and burglary; all togothor, a 
sontonco of throe yoars. 

Q Perhaps there is a littlo confusion horo, lir. Witness. I 
think you arc a little bit ahoad of au on your dates. I thinic you arc 
thinking about July 1923. How in Tay 1923, do you recall whothor you 
woro convictod of c crino of trading in gold and silver and platinum, 
on tho 14 of Uay 1923? 

A That was—yos, yos, thet concomod that natter; oight days 
or sooothing. I an not quito suro. That is quito possiblo, yos. That 
was sccc ill a gal trading; yos. 

Q And then tho following month, ilr. Witness, do you recall 
bolng convicted of grand larceny? 

A Yos; two years and six nonths. 

Q And also five yoars loss Of civil rights? 

A Five yoars, yos. 
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Q And thon, Mr. Witness, on tho second of Ally 1923 woro you 
convicted of another crlao? 

A That was rocoiving, yos. 

Q That was rocoiving stolon goods 0 
A los. 

Q Hot, Mr. Witnoss, whin was tho noxt tine that yew woro corv- 
victod of a crino? 

A rlinotoon-thirty, I think. 

Q And what was tho nature of that crino? , 

A Pocoiving stolon goods. 

Q Ur. Witnosa, do yew rooall whothar on tho 11* of Juno 1929 
you wore oonvicted of rocoiving stolon goods? 

A Yos; 1929 not 1930, yos, yos. That was 1929 and not 1930. 

Q And you woro sontoncod to tho punitontiary? 

A Ono yoar, yos. 

Q And again with five yoars Idas of civil rights? 

A Yos. 

Q Now will you toll tho ^curt tho noxt lino you woro convictod 
of a crino. 

A In 1932. 

Q New will yew toll tho Court tho naturo of that crino? 

A Theft of narcotics. 

Q Aad was that grand larceny? 

A Yos, grand lor cony. 

Q And you woro sontcncod to tho ponitantiary again? 
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A Two years and nino nonths. 

• • 

Q And again with fivo years loss of civil rights? 

A Ygs, fivo years loss of civil rights. 

Q Now, llr. Tfitnoss, whon was the next tine you wore convicted 
of a crino? 

A I wasn't convictod again afterwards. 

Q Whon wore you placed in protective custody? 

A Aftor sorving ny sentence—I an not sure whon it ondod— 
1933 or 193U is whon I finishod sorving ny sontoncoj, I think it was 
193U, yos, Juno 193U. 

Q And then what happonod to you botwoon '34 and ' Ul whon yew 
woro sent to jtouthauson? 

A Nothing happonod. 

Q leu woro froo? 

DR. SBIDls Cbjoction. lir. Caxaissionor, I don't want to ob- 
Joct, but I think there is a uisu triers tending. The witness was ar- 

rostod betwoan 193U andl9Ul, and a question night bo pit to hin to 
that offoct. 

BY 1IR. HIK5KDF7: 

Q ! r 611, that is tho purposo of tho quostion that was pat to 
hin. :ir. T/itnoss, Just so tho record will bo cloars Aftor ytwr last 
conviction which kopt yew in prison until *34, you thon rcraainod in 
prison in protoctivo custody fren '34 on until 'Ul, is that correct? 

A Yos, that is right, until 19U1. In 19U1, I was transforrod 


into tho cap# 
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12 May 1 3-^. J^-20-5-0 aylo rd (Int. Raalor) 

Cairt No. 71, Caso Now VI - Ccxrdssion 

Q New, Hr. Tfitnoss, have yexi told tho Court all tho criraoa of 
which yai woro con vie tod? 

A As far as I roocsbor, yos. 

Q • Aro you sure you havo told all? 

A As far as I roacnb».r, yos. 

Q Itr. Witnoss, isn't it a feet that as rocontly os tho 27 
of Hcrch 1946 you woro convicted of aiozzlcncnt? 

A Yos, that was aabczzlcmontj yos, that is right. 

Q Thank you Tory nuch, Hr. TTitnoss, no furthor questions. 

REDIRECT EXAi INATION 
BT DR. SEIDI (For Dr.Djorrfcld) j 

Q Witnoss, Far bon is indicted horo booauao in tho Auschwitz 
Plant of Farban thoy haro employed ooncontration caap imator. You 
tostifiod boforo that 2,500 ixcatos woro transforrod fren tho Hauthauson 
Caap with you to tho Honowitz Caap. % quostion to you is this: what 
sort of pooplo woro tho other 2,500 imatos? *oro thoy tho sano sort 
of pooplo as you who had sorvod previous sontoncos? 

A Tos, thoy all sorvod sontoncos. 

HR. UDBKOFFi I don't rocall asking any quostion on cross 
oxaaination which would havo aly thing to do with tho lino of question¬ 
ing boing pursuod by Dr. Soldi at tho prosont tiao. Ho is burdening 
tho rocord by going on with his own direct oxonination. 

THE ODl&ilSSIOfCR: Then you aro naking an objoction, aro you? 

HR. HIKSKDFF: Yos, tho prosocution objocts to that lino of 


quostioning 
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12 May U8-A*^3-20-6-G-ylord (lnt ? Saslor) 

Court Mo. VI, Coso No* VI - C.cmisslon 

Dn. SSI EL: I boliovo that this will not burdon tho rocord bo- 
couao no 3oo boro for onco what sort of imatos woro actually onployod 
in tho construction of tho buna plant. 

HR, UD6KDFT: That has nothing to do with tho rodiroct ax amln Q- 
tion of this witness. 

DR. SEIDL: It is vary inportent in Judging tho quostions por- 
tcining to this trial what typo of iruates those pcoplo woro, and it 
is vory inportant to know that 2,500 of tho inoetos, tho samo way os 
this imato, woro only in tho concentration camp bocauso thoy had a 
cor tain amount of sontoncos. '*o non hovo to show what sort of imatos 
woro actually haiaod in that canp. 

THE COHEXSSXONER: I think. Dr. Soldi, ycu havo oxplainod your 
position with porfoct oloarnoss. I will ask you now how long do ycu in¬ 
to nd to pursuo this lino of inquiry? < 

Dh. SEIDL: I only wantod to jut ono quostion to the witnoss 
which roads as follows: — 

WE (Dll’ISaONER: Tou nay do that; procood. 

BY DR. SEIDL: 

Q TToro tho 2,500 imatos who woro transferred with you fron 
Kxuthauson to Konowits, people who had previews convictions, or what 
sort of pcoplo woro thoy? 

* These woro only such imatos who had provlcus convictions, 
and that was shown by tho groon triangle. 

Q I have no furthor quostions to tho witnoss. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Havo ycu soaothing furthor? 
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12 May LS-A-HS-20-?-Gaylord (int. Ranlor) 
Court No. VI, Case Ho. VI - Ccnsission 


MP. MINSK)FT: Just ono question. Hr. Ccooissionor. 

BT MR. MINSKDF7: 

Q Mr. Witnoss, will yai toll this court whether the four 
and coo-half million inmates who diod at Auschwitz-Birkonau woro 
crldmls? 

DR. SEIBLi I objoct to that question. This question noithor 
arisos free the direct examination nor freu the cross examination. Vfo 
all know. Hr. Comiss loner, what the prosocution intonds with that 
question and wo also know that this quostion has noting in tho slight¬ 
est to do with this trill. 

1CI. 13HSK0FF: Ho noro questions freo tho prosocution. Sir. 

THE CCIHISSOKER: I don't thirJc wo havo to go any farther 
with that. Tai hero nado an objoct!on. Tho record will show it. 

Havo you any further questions. Hr. Minskoff? 

HP. lHKSXDFF: Mono, sir. 

THE ODmiSSIONES: Aro tharo any othor witnossos to bo hoard 
this aftornoon? 

DR. SEIDL: Mr. Cocnissionor, wo havo no noro witnossos. 

THE ©MflSSIOHISi Vory woll, this witnoss is axcusod and this 
hoaring is rooossod until ihrthor notico. 

(Witness is axcusod). 

(Tho hoaring adjeurnod wit.iait date.) 
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Transcript 

_ _P*a _ 


J1QEPOT COBK£CIION 


26 "and illegal" should bo "or illegal". 

8 "you know" should bo "you now". 

21 Change "thoro la no" to road "thoro would havo boon no" 
23 Place core® after last word "anythin*."* 


14518 


Chance "he aa now aays It dooa." to "as ho now says It 
dooen't.■ 


17 -24th of 25th* should bo *24th or 25th" 


Place period after "Hr. Sprocher" and delete noxt word 
■that*. 

Bo*In new sentence with "He says*, dolotln* coma 
aftor It. 


28 Znsort "that" before "occurred", at bo*innln* of lino. 


14527 


16 Insort "wo" beforo "expocted" 


■not contained" should bo "now contained" 


14531 


■80 inratoe" should be "18 innates 


S Lest word "IDcuront" should be "Exhibit 

I4-S01 f -1-) 


MILl2aD_7HIHJSAi£ 

Rie rnberfe. _Gcrrany_ I . 

BSITSD STATES 0? aMESICA 
Against 

Q^J=H_s 5 d_qther. iCas fi Vl| 

SIXTH JOINT MOTION 0? THE PBCSSCUTIOH 
ASE 23FSSSS ^D_(THEE2T_Tg2_ENGLISH_TEANS£BIP2 

• 

The Prosecution end Defense herewith Join in noring that the Tribunal 
order forthwith that the corrections indicated below bo rade in tho 
official r.ireographod copies of tho Bullish transcript: 







o_ 1 .Linciel___FHJPOSSD CORBSCTIOH- 


14535 

13 

•to teke" should be "that you take". 

14536 

7 

■in any way* should be "in no vey*. 

a 

17 

Delete •by" after "docurents". 

14537 

29 

■One nore thin." should bo "One core thing. ■ 

14539 ■ 

4 

Delete Pdid na“ after 'The rule",- 

i 

20 

Insert "you" after "to give", 

a 

21 

Delete "in order" after "opportunity". 

■ 

27 

■in ttose natters" should be “with thoso natters and". 

14541 

30 

■1847." should bo "1947,".. 

14542 

X) 

“1526, ■ should bo "15266,".- 

14543 

7 

Insort "in pert the sene as tho notion which" before 
"Dr. Sierers". 

14545 

9-10 

Doletc as repetition "1947 exhibits upon tho theory 
that they ero too ronoto to the tino whon tho". 

n 

21 

• 

"affidavit," should bo "affldavits. 

S 

2T 

Delete "and" after "point of view,". 

■ 

28 

■to no" should bo "for no". 

14547 

27 

Place quotation narks aftor "legalise." 

14548 

4 

■if international" should bo "of international"^ 

14549 

21 

■to tho opportunity" should bo "of tho opportunity". 

14553 

26 

•felloe" should be -follow-. 

14565 

4 

Change coma to senl-colon after "Justice". 

14556 

22 

Placo colon after "Powors" and doleto noxt words "thoy 
say:". 

14557 

5 

■OXSZB9 op. cit.)" should bo "KELSSM (op.cit.)". 

■ 

6 

"wes liable" should bo "wore llablo". 

■ 

21 

Delete period after le»t word "proof". 


"sp. eit." should be "op. clt. 

i4?<n f -z-) 
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32 


* 








- r earner ip t 
_ -PfiSi _ 

_Llao(•) 

PROPOSED CORRECTION 

14560 

27 

"tho tho eoaduet" should bo "then the conduct". 

14563 

6 

Pirst word "last," should fca “least,", 

14564 

* 

Ps}c non|h*5 sfcou^d £e Fsix nonths". 

* 

? 

■fhojroughlyf should bo ^thorough". 

14565 

21 

"it e 8oa«a B should bo B ia a sense 9 . 

1 

14566 

1 

Pirst word la line should bo "Bo". 

14567 

10 

Insert dash rfter "Pinch". 

14568 

32 

delete conn* e/tor "knowledge". Chanda following words 
“on account of" to "through". 

14569 

25 

“end inpoaeiblc" should bo “an inposSiblo”. 

14570 

24 

Change oorna to norlod after "unjust". 

J 

* 

25 

✓ 

Change sori-clon to period after "decision". 

14575 

16 

"Indicated* should bo "indictod". 

14576 

8 

Insert after line 8 end before line 9 "Forced rocruiting 
of soldiers fron from the inhabitants of occupiod 
countries." 

14577 

30 

Insort “the“ boforo “1930's." 

14579 

10 

Cheago corra to poriod aftor "lew". 

• 

■ 

22 

Deleto cor/a aftor “Justice".. 

■ 

23 

Doloto corra after “enocies". 

14581 

2 

\ 

“troaty peace" should bo “peace troaty". 

14568 

13 

Insert "of the Stato.. In the farous standard work on 
English theory" after "Coromnoat". 

14589 

25 

Socond word "contrel* should be "central". 

14594 

18 

"inhabitions." should bo "inhibitions." 

14598 

2 

"concept fo" should bo "concept of".• 

14599 

13 

"Dr..Booltehaa." should bo "Dr. Boottchor.“ 

n 

14 

"DR. 30EL7CKEN." should bo "Dr. BOETTCHER." 










P2gpgSED_CCEHECTI0N 


Transcript 

_Llno( •) 

P2DP0SED CORRECTION 

14SCO 

5 

Firat word *Not" should to "Sow". 

146C3 

23 

Add - tb*t B after ■page 26 : 3 at end of line. 

a 

25 

■national,■ should be ■nation*,■. 

14605 

3 

Insert "the" before "prosecution** 

■ 

22-23 

Deleto "Tho prosecution he* teen noro than presunption. 

■ 

27 

Charge period to exclamation point after "conparieon". 

14606 

. 7 

Delete "progne". 

• _ • 0 

■ 

9 

# 

Place coma after "amarent" and deleto noxt word 
■progran,■• 

14607 

29 

Change "ono dollar nan* to * do Her e yoar nen“. 

146G8 

14-15 

Correct transcript pego nunbors referred to bxo 

1C491-10502. 

14609 

1 

In*ort "all" aftor "*bovo". 

14610 

4 

Delete coma after "a* woll* at end of line. 

14612 

2 v.d 

Deleto *econd word "the*. 

14612 

2 

■Pron 1940" stould be *fron 1940". 

■ 

20 

Chanfro lino 20 to road "lottor-carrlor and not a. 
■lnletor organisation for active ospiontge, countor- 
lntelllgonce. otc. 27). Tho air raid protection 
roeaurea, 28 )■• 

■ 

26 

Idd "in" aftor "annoying" at end of lino. 

14614 

2 

"IC" sl»dd be "I.G." 

14614 

3 

Place doline paronthoel# after firat word ■lndu*trio* n 

14615 

2 

■picturo* 1 should be "pictured". 

14616 

4 

■to Count II" should bo "In Count II*. 

14619 

4 

Delete coma, after "a* to". 

■ 

22 

Chango second word "for" to "regarding". 

14619 

7 

Change coma to period aftor "authorities". Bogin 
now sontonce with "Bo". 
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Transcript 

P P £0_Linol«i_PSO?OSED_COERECTIOS 


14619 

1462C 

14622 

a 

* 

» 


14624 


11 "Perdworicc" should be •Tordworkc". 

26 "and irreproechablo" should be °en Irreproachable". 

5 "Asuckel," should be "Sioickel, ■. 

9 t»lace cor-ra end insert 'but a*!, after loAly th*t*. 

10 Place corra after. *confirr«d". Delete next worda 

"the fact that*. ' ' " 

25 Change "end coved not beset,■ to road "that had to 
be ret. 


14627 


31 "enterprise." should be "onterprisos. ■ 

4 Change conna to period after "Dr. Erauch". Begin now 
sentence with "As for". 

10 Change seni-colon to come efter "Convention". 

26 Insert "aa)" bofore "Tho prosecution 0 at beginning of 
line. 


14628 

a 

a 

14629 
a 

14630 

14633 

14634 

a 

14636 

a 

14637 


1 Insert “whore," after “HlPJOZE, 

3 Insert “ls“ boforo lrat two words “also tho". 

Insort “a" efter first word "fron". 

2 “hold" should bo “hold". 

11 Insert "bb)“ before "As far as" at beginning of lino. 
7A Chango "vhother* to “woethor". 

17 "is boing" should bo “woro being". 

13 "ldolatod" should bo “isolated - . 

20 “origin*.," should bo “origin,". 

14 “a priority." should bo “a priori,". 

16 Last two words "that a“ should be "than a". 

24 "on tho fact* should bo "on tho face". 

27 “Opcnlns" should bo "Oponing".- 

29 Lest two words “lost this" should be "lest this". 

1 ^ 0*1 (-&-') 
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Transcript 

- _ 

_LAne(a) 


14644 

25 

"workd history" should be "world history". 

B 

26 

•aye perennisu" should be "rare perenrluj". 

14645 

V 

Pelcts "Jn.' after *set 

" 

11 

"4CCO.OCO.-" should bo "400//CO,", 

■ 

14 

Change "a trick rinlons" to "his ninlons". 

14647 

6 

JBorstaad" should be "Vorstand". 

■ 

8 

"please" should be "plea*". 

14648 

6 

"Issued." should be "Issues." 


14661 

14653 


14654 


14665 

■ 

14656 

14657 

■ 

14658 
n 

■ 

14659 


23-24 


9-10 


21 

25 

1 

4 

8 

1 

30 

30-31 

1 


Delete "ifav little Moritz Imagines would history to 
be..." 

Cheese period to come. after "Holden" end contlnuo 
•entence with "if you wish" In lino 10 . 

"onbitlos" ehould be "enbitlous". 

"orpine" should be "origins”. 

Deloto first word "Prosecution" as repetition. 

Plrst word "had" should bo "hevo". 

"the Cod" should bo "tho Good". Also doloto conn* 
aftor sere word. 

"Hero to," should bo "Hero too,". 

Change poriol to coma e/ter "auttority". 

■for ours." should bo "for tours.■ 

Insert "a" after "throw". 

"portentous" should bo "portontious". 

^ • 

Change parenthosls to period aftor l»st word "thore". 
* 

Place quotation narks boforo *we nust". 

Place quotation narks aftor "adjustnents". 

Piece quotation r.rks before first word "lo" and 
after "nowadays." 
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Transcript 
_ ■ 


raOTOSSD_COSR£CTION 


14659 

13 

Delete "to" after "to say". 

■ 

14 

Delete ser 1-colon after "lndictnent"'. 

* v 

■ 

15 

?lece period after "brisf". 

■ 

20-21 

■religlc" should be "religious". 

14665 

22 

•in fisseeaion* should bo "In assessing". 

■ 

24&f f 

■IHT" should be "IXT". 

14666 

9 

should be "IKT". 

14668 

6 

"drogre" should be "d«*reo". 

■ 

30 

■beifoly" should bo ■briefly". 

14669 

22 

"unconcoi*able" should bo ■inconceivable". 

14671 

6 

Place coma after "aggrendlseaant". 

14672 

17 

Place quotation narks bofore "The fronslod". 

14676 

29 

Change question nark to colon at end of paragraph. 

14680 

19 

CheiV’o "L" to colon aftor "words". 

a 

14682 

34 

•alledge" should bo "ellcdgod". 

14666: 

21 

■neither* should bo "oithor"; 

■ 

22 

Lest two words "nor or" should bo "or of". 

14686 

12 

Pisco cocoa aftor "Vorstsnd". 

14692 

4 

Pisco cocsa after "lndictnent". 

146S9 

6 

"of ororn" should bo "of orcry". 

■ 

12 

Place quotation narks after "Vorstand." 

14703 

7 

Change first word "is* to "in". 

n 

16 

Doloto cocsa after "fact" at and of lino. 

14705 

22 

Delete "for" efter "provides". 

14706 

19 

Change "resp.■ to "or". 

14707 

2 

Third word "which" should bo "what". 


IWlf-?-) 
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PfiOPOSED COpSCTIOH 


Transcript 
_?*«•_ 

% 

14707 - 19 "ot leave" should bo ‘to leave". 

147GS 9 "tire be has* should be "tice m be Bed".. 

14710 19 Insert "but' after "last". 

■ 22 Pirst word should bo ■CiyUP* 

14711 1 "A.. these" should bo "ill these". 

14714 22 “a cosher" should bo "a ratter". Doletc cocoa aftor 

"prectice". 

* 9 Delete coma after "established". 

14716 9 Dsloto corse aftor "oyldenco". 


■ 

10 

Delete corra eftor "souths". 

B 

11 

Delete co&ea after "rulos". 

0 

12 

Second word should bo "vengeance". 

14710 

27 

"account" should be "a Count". 

14721 

26 

Ettlete cotxa after "vie*". 

14721 

27 

Delete cocca after "to the". 

14722 

27 

Change cossa to seal-colon after "suporsedod". 

14724 

24 

Placo "8." at boginning of lino, before "2". 

14725 

25 

"copies out" should bo "coplod out". 

14726 

19- 

Doloto cocr* at end of line after "knowlodgo". 

■ 

22 

Placo "9." at boginning of lino. 

14727 

8 

Placo "1C."at beginning of line, boforo "3.". 

• 

12 

Zcloto ccasa eftor "Prosocutlon". 

■ 

13 

Doloto conn* after "crlolnals". 

■ 

10 

w 

Plano "11." at beginning of line, before "a)“. 

14729 

7 

Placo "12." at beginning of lino, boforo "b)"« 

* 

23 

Change "although" to "and". 

14732 

25 

Change first word "nusbor" to “page". 


wf+1 










?r*n»criot 

_ _P#62 _ _W=j(i)_-_PBqPOSET_COKHESriCg_ 


14733 


"sesber" should fee "centers".. Last word "It" should 
fee 'In'. 


14734 


14735 


Delcto cecca after “whole" at end of line. 

third word "f^r" should fee “for*. 

■during the war," ehcull fee 'during a war,". Delote 
■that" after "necessary,■. 


14738 


14739 


Inaert 'fey* after "oxaclned". 

■plant" should fee "plan", "w^in" ahould fee ■waging". 

Change quotation car lea to single quete before "caterlalf. 
Place single quote before quotation nerke after "fey 


14739 


IBlete cecca after 'thinking*. 

■wfti needed* ahould fee *waa In neod*. 


Change "Incidentically" to "aciontlflcally". 
Place parentheala before "Schnltxlar". 

Place parenthoala before "Pruefungatelle". 


14740 


14741 


14742 


14743 


Insort "of the Ministry any orldence for the planning 
and preparation" aftor "request". 

Deloto coma aftor "negotiations". 

Dcloto cocsa after "poaco". 

Placo "19." at beginning of line feefero "4." 

Last two words should bo "It is". 

Place "feb)" at boglnnlng of lino. 


14744 


*ry witness." should fee "any witness." 

Placo "cc) B at beg lining of lino. 

Placo *dd)" at boglnnlng of lino. 

Placo "oo)" at boglnnlng of line. 

Placo eosse aftor "hostilities", and also aftor 
"country". 

NW7U.) 




Transcript 
_ Vl£& _ , 

_Lino(i). 

PROPOSED a>RESC£IOH 

14744 

ao 

Placo "ff.)" at beginning of line. 

14745 

6 

■sons" should fco B epn B with tingle quote after It. 
Alto Insert "ahi? jpfore "shoved". 

IV 

32 

Piece fgg)" fX bogInning of line. 

9 

33 

Insort "the" before B interrogetlons". 

14746 

10 

■effected" thould be "effected". 

■ 

20 

First word "theso" should be "those". 

9 

22 

Aid "(Record of 10 Kay 1948 end Schcltzlor Exhibits 
28 end 182)". after "OTidccctf 

It 

24 

Doleto come after B lnterrogations B . 

■ 

25 

Place coma after "testified". S 

fl 

29 

Insert "20." at beginning of line. 

14747 

9 

"Sola" should bo "Sola". 

■ 

10 

"I de»lt B should bo "I shell deal". 

14747 

13 

•In ether words," shoul^ bo B ln ether words,". 

■ 

25 

Place "21. (1)" at beginning of lino. 

14748 

10 

Placo "22. (2)" at boginning of line. 

■ 

15 

Socond word "boro" should bo "haro". 

14749 

1 

Place quotation narks before "spoliation". 

14750 

2 

"Justices" should bo "Justlco". 

» 

4 

Insert "(Reich law Garotte 1935, part I. pego 839 A 
ff.)" aftor "Juno 1935.". 

ti 

10 

Place quotation narks aftor "to lt. B 

14751 

12 

Placo "23. (3)" at beginning of lino. 

14762 

3 

"nay lend" should bo "cay load". 

D 

25 

Place quotation narks beforo "economic". 

It 

34 

Insert "into" boforo "consideration". 

« 

36 

"It is," should bo "If it is.". 
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Transcript 
_ _ _I«Iae(«) 

14753 18 

14754 3 


14755 


14756 


14756 


14760 


14761 


14762 


14763 


14764 


14765 


14766 


14767 


_FB0P0SZ2 CppECTIOlI___ 

■nersyres" ahould too "neesures". 

Chango corra to period after "porcitted". Begin 
now paragraph vith "24. (4) These oconocic.... 

"bbt latter" should toe "the latter". 

Place "25. (l)" at boginning of line. "Bhono-Soulcnce" 
should bo "Bfcono-Poulenc". 

"May sake" should too "Key I sake". 

Place "26." at beginning of line. 

Piece "27." at beginning of lino. 

Place cosna eftor "Collaborator", end also aftor 
"dialing". 

Place corra eftor "interest". 

Pleco "28." at beginning of lino. 

Piece "29 (a)" at beginning of line. 

Pleco "3C (b)" at beginning of llnd. 

Place "31. (c)" at beginning of lino. 

Chango "Vost," to "Bast,". 

■plosa" shoull bo "ploa". 

"roforrod" should bo "refer". 

Dolcto iuotation Barks boforo "In general,". 

Insert conca aftor "Warfare"* 

Dolctc juotstion narks boforo "This aatorial”. 

Chango "internationally" to "intontionally". 

"Prosecution it" should be "Prosocution 1 s". 

Place parenthesis boforo "Schnitzlcr". Dolcto 
parenthesis before "Idon." 

•tho British coepotition" should be "a British 
coapotitire". 


>K0l 






P20POSZD C0RK5CIION 


Transcript 

_ _ £*a«!•! 


14767 

27 

Delete "here fceejj glven’- 

■ 

28 

Insert "have bee* g4vo»" before ’there axe no 
lieits". 

14768 

1C 

Place quotation narks after "Industry". 

14769 

8 

Delete "as" before "uaristekablc". 

14770 

19 

Delete quotation narks aftor "action." 

■ 

21 

Delete quotation narks before "c." 

14771 

17 

Delcto quotation narks after "cede." 

n 

19 

Dolote quotation narks before "Concerning*. 

14772 

3 

Delete "partly following and". 

14773 

11 

Delete quotation narks after "territory." 

■ 

23 

Doleto luotatlon narks aftor "Accordingly.". 

■ 

31 

Dolete quotation narks after "sllios." 

14774 

14 

Change "lnternally-nindod" to "Internationally- 
elndod". 

14775 

29 

"Is not" should be "is now". 

14777 

25 

■corplalnt," should bo "coopliant, 

14778 

7 

Dclcto cons* aftor "forobado". 

14779 

11 

■casuo" should, bo "cause". 

■ 

15 

"lntornatlon" should bo "International". 

14780 

2-6 

Dolete entirely lines 2, 3. 4. 5, & 6. 

■ 

22 

"built." should bo "guilt." 

R 

29 

Insert the following paragraph aftor lino 29 and 
boforo lino 30: 

*3y these observations, which left a dojp ieprossion 
on us. Military Tribunal IV in the Case versus FLICK 
and others prefacod the first Judgaent evor passod 
on industrialists of a conquered country on tho 
ground of violations of the principlos of International 
Lev." 

■ 

30 

First word "That" should bo "Vhat". 

IW07 M 







Tranacript 
_ ?BgO_ 

_Lino(a)_ 

P20P0SED_C0HS1C710H_ 

14701 

6 

•willing ap* *keyId bo •willing to". 

■ 

12 

Dgloto corra ^ftoc fapirita". *!■» after "up*. 

a 

31 

■to reaie" ahould be pqIbq". Delete lent word 


1 

■detcrsing" ahould bo ■det<*rclnlng". 

* 

27 

Aid "under Count 2," after "Croehoalovekia" at ond 
of line. 

14783 

11 

■I to." abould bo "X, too,". 

V 

25 

Doleto period after "countrica". 

14784 

* 19 

"deacribing" ahould be "deacribed". 

14785 

1 

16-17 

■The Proa*; cut ion hardly knowa the.what" ahould bo 
■The proaecution would havo hardly ahown tho". 

it 

10 

■to realiiod" ahould bo "to roalire". 

• 

20 

•aun upon" ahould bo "aun up". Place conca aftor 
■character". 

i 

21 

Firat word "acntaly" ahould be *centallty". 

1478 6 

5 

•he want" abould bo*ho wont", 

* 

26 

Change lino 26 to road "Hitler and had ooro acooaa 
to information about hla". 

it 

3C 

Inaort "a" boforo "fact." “to fo forcod" ahould bo 
•to bo forcod". 

14787 

5 

Firat word "noro" abould bo ■core■. 

t 

8 

"a gig photographic" ahould bo "a big photographio". 

■ 

9 

Change conca to {uoatioo carle after "1941". 

14790 

26 

■charge* ahould bo ■chergca". 

14781 

3 

roloto flrat word "haro". 

• 

15 

Ch#ngo "to eeaune that" to "to lcpute to". 

14793 

25 

■allocated bor" ahould bo "allocated for". 

■ 

26 

Firat word "le" ahould bo "tho". "fureaa" ahould bo 
"duroaa". 


IWTf-1*.) 
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Transcript 

_ -Pag! _ 


PBOPOSSD CORRECT I OH 


14794 

14795 

14796 

14797 

14798 

tf 

14799 


148 CO 

14001 

14803 

148C6 

14806 

14807 

14808 

I48ir 

■ 

14811 

r 

14814 

14816 


24 "autercy," ahould be "autarchy, "• 

1 ■headed* ahould be Shoad". 

. • or . - * 

11 Italeto "it* before "haa boon". 

30 "for crfiifrn" fhg^.4 be "for. credita". 

3 Lent word "of" ahould be "to". 

11 Ineert "been* after ■haring". 

Chen/.e "approzleatoly k,800 peraono. ■ to road 
"approxlratcly 1,000 n^uare cetera, which alledgoily 
waa letendod to haiao 2.000 peraona." 

18 Dolete "they" after "collapao*. 

30 Placo quotation atrko aftor "ouch*" 

18 Change "for their greater part of tbo" to road 
"for tho greater part could not bo eeployod for any 
work at all, haa tc bo attributed excluaively to 
thq oalaalona on tbo part of tt» a * 

19 "that none" ehould bo r that no one". 

17 Second word "out" ahould be "our". 

6 Tlrat word "who" ahould bo "why". 

14 Dcleto coma after "p-niahlng". Also doloto conoa 
aftor "law". 

16 "precluded" ahould be "precluded". 

9 "for tho war" ahould bo "for a war" (twice). 

3,4 "tho war" ahould bo "a war". 

13 “enterchy" ohould bo "autarchy". 

14 "of haring" ahould bo "with haring". 

17 "Croon" ahould bo "Groan". 

9 Delete "a* beforo "treatnent,". 

12 "Dr. Potera," ahjull bo "Dr. Potoro.". 

■on oncloauro" ahoull bo "an encloaurc". 

I«fb07 C -14-1 
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Transcript « » 

_ _?fi£2 _ _Liao(l.)_i^gpgsxD_cgBp5Tio£ 


14021 

8 

•finds it" should bo "finds its". 

14822 

5 

■that there had eror boen" should fce "there oror 
haring been". 

a 

17 

Delcto "were" before "carried ont". 

14826 

17 

Place luotHtlon narks after "obtained." 

14827 

‘ 3 

"ho did," should bo "ho did not.". 

s 

4 

Doloto "not" boforo "cention". 

B 

13 

"clserodit" should bo "discredit". 

14836 

1 

■rosupposes" should be "pretupoosee". 


14837 

14040 

14041 
a 

14043 


12 •ski 111 * should bo "skill". 

S 

21 Place period after "Parbcn". Bogin new aontones 
with •The". 

2 "knownin**• should bo "knowing*. 

1 Doloto cocao e/tor first word "but". 

s 

15 "adherent of" should bo "adherent to". 

24 ■duugos.' should be "dogcas." 

16 Pleco cotta after "cartols" and change "an 
approachnent" to "rapprochonont". 


14044 

14647 

14049 
a 

14050 

14054 

a 

14657 


21 Qolets dash after ■terainology". 

21 Chango first word "who" to "which". 

19 "bollfo" should bo "beliof". 

32 Eoloto period aftor"?arbon". 

9 Place coma a*tor "practices* enl change 

"Parbenindustrios" to "Parbonindustrio". 

29 Icsort "working" boforo "with". 

27 "in prored" should bo "is prorod". 

14 Delete "of". 

2 C Change poriol to conne after "alone" at end of 

Una. , N 
mo'f 


14059 









-TaaBcrlpt 

_ _PBOPOS£D_COBSECTIOK 


14063 

16 

Delete consa after "char.lcals" at end of line. 

14063 

5 

■seriour" should bo 'serious"; 

■ 

12 

Insert "but" after "spears,!. 

14064 

16 

"advantages for" should be "advent ege to". 

14065 

21-22 

"prerequisIted" should be ■prerequisites". 

14067 

7 

Last word "productions" should be "production". 

■ 

10 

Insert "is"’before "shown". 

14063 

11,13 

"Teralttlungsstillo. Vc" should bo "Vernlttlunge- 
stells V". 

* i rf 

lafcff 

"Hoich Ministry of Econoaios" should be "Hoioh 
Ministry of Econonics". 

14869 

20 

■itw own" should be "lte own". 

14872 

3 

Jlrst word "Evern" should be "Every". 

14074 

3 

"docroso" should be "decreaso". 

■ 

4 

Insert "the" beforo "cor*erclal". 

■ 

8 

Dolote cosaa iftor last word "Director*- 

■ 

26 

Dolote coana after "1935" at ond of line. 

14078 

3 

"basis" should bo "basic". 

■ 

16 

"wore produced" should bo "was produced". 

14879 

13 

"cofodendants" should be "co-dofondents*. 

i 

17 

Eoloto apostropho after "conclusions". 

14880 

14 

Chan#:# "coBOission" to "corcissloner". 

n 

24 

Add "the" after last word "by". 

■ 

26 

Insert "e" beforo "forcod*. 

14082 

4 

Insert "the" before "allocation". 

14083 

1 

■adducted evidence" should be "evidence aiducod". 


Delote second word "not". 

m'oi T-1&-) 
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(Transcript 
_ F*4jo_ . 

_Lice(s)_ 

PKJP0S2D CJEcBCTlOH 

146 e4 

24 

■problem" should bo "problcns". 

14886 

6 

•cherter of association" should bo "articles of 
Incorporation". 

1488V 

26 

Change *A valueblo" to "a veluable". 

14892 

5 

■icprobebly.■ should bo "iaprobable.■ 

■ 

12 

Delete "and" boforo "canpower*. 

14893 

8 

Change "orders" to "ordered”* 

14894 

5 

•Dr. STaDSS” should be "DH. STHDSS". 

• 

14897 

2 

"Zcbnical" should bo "Technical". 

■ 

4 

Dolote first word "has”. 

14899 

23-24 

■investion" should bo "invention". 

14900 

6 

First word "traiicition" should bo "tradition". 

14901 

10 

Insert "for" before "Chaiietry". 

14902 

8 

Add "the" after last word "from". 

■ 

22 

Insort "in" after "notoriet". 

14904 

29 

Delete second word "easier" and insert "noro 
oaaily" after "act". 

14907 

23 . 

Delete first word "still*. Change "unsually" to 
"usually" »nd Insort "eton" after "fr'e". 

■ 

24 

Delete "«ougraphlcally". 

■ 

31 

Doleto "has" and change "becooe* to "bedato". 

■ 

32 

Insort "war and" bofore "even now,". 

14908 

1 

Chan#ro "rocind of" to "recall”. 

14909 

28 

Insert "ran" aftor "principal". 

14911 

29 

Deloto conca eftor "forces" end placo conna aftor 
"incroasod". 

14912 

26 

Placo cocta after "then" ani-chan^o "f.l." to 
■for instanco,". Also add "on" at end of lino 
after "fron". 


Insert "of international lew* after "problocs". 

mfoTf-17-') 
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14912 

31 

14913 

18 

tt 

20 

» 

22 

9 

27 

14914 

3 

a 

10 

14915 

21 

i 

24 

w 

14916 

. 1 


11 

• 

13 

14918 

6 

« 

18 

■ 

24 

it 

25 

14920 

10 

* 

12-13 

■ 

16 . 

14921 

14 

14922 

8 

9 

18 


_FBOPOSSI) OOgBEC£IOS_ 

Second word "elong" should be "alono". - 

■also fros" should be "also la?. 

Second word ■ignored* should be "did not know*. 

Insert "which had" beforo ■ieolered,". 

■in as far as" should be "insofar es". 

Last word "Baleen" should bo "Balkan". 

First word "evoled* should be "evolved". 

Insert "the" after "protect". 

Place cocca efter "proved," and delete next word 
■also". 

■Case 17" should be "Caso 7". 

“ llfesation." should bo "defaaation. * 

■put it at" should bo "put it on". 

First word ■condition" should be "conditions". 

Chango "woro," to ■was," and insert "for" boforo 
■the Poles". 

“plant to" should bo "plant fron". Also chango 
"in other cases," to "for other workers, 

Chango coara to scoi-cdon after "worso". 

Last word "tons" should bo "tens". 

Chango lino 12 through "war." in lino 13 to road 
"plants by tho SS during tho last years, at lonst 
during the last oonths of tho wax." 

Place corr* tl tor "tern" end change "anl thon" to 
■of". 

Place come aftor "Bornann". 

Delete "of" eftor "despite". 

Delete corra after "poople". 

Place come after "labor" and after "fina" and 
change "at the" to "of their". 

[lfSOlf- 18 -] 
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Transcript 

_ _?MS _ _PSOPOSgD_CORKCTIOS 


14922 

20 

Delete conn* after eecond word "and". 

■ 

25 

Delete corre after "countries". 

14923 

2 

■under duress" should be "in a etate of noceesity". 

■ 

16 

Piret word "condiaition" ahould be "conditions". 

14924 

4 

Place com efter "ao" end change "and aorioua" to 
"eny serious". 

s 

32 

Change period to coon* after "coercion". 

14925 

18 

Change "capitalist" to "entrepreneur" end lnaort 
“undernined by tho official neaourea controlling 
the entire econony" after "w*a ao". 

■ 

22 

Inaert "rightly of an undornining OT property, a 
dieulaed expropriation of* a/tor "speaks". 

14926 

1-2 

"waa, prcctlcally spoaking, not poaeible" ahould bo 
"w*a practically irpoaaible". 

* 

21 

"frawn" ahould be "drawn". 

14927 

12 

"Itttherian" ahould bo "lutheraniao". 

if 

25 

■docado" ahould bo "decadea". 

14928 

7 

Change quotation narks and coeea to daah aftor 
" (in)ilTiduala". 

0 

14 

"Orotuia," ahould bo "Grotiua,". 

14929 

25 

Chengo poriod to coara after "(pe)riod,". 

14931 

12 

"That la" ahould bo "Thia la". 

■ 

13 

Delete flrat word "the". 

■ 

17 

"repertitiona" ahould bo "repetition". 

14935 

17 

"waa in eo far roaponaible by setting" should bo 
"waa roaponaible insofar as ho set". 

14936 

10 

Doloto coana aftor "fora". 

■ 

12 

"Insofar I refer" ahould bo "So far I havo rofotred" 


15 

•roluao" ahould be "docunent book 1 '. 

0 

16 

"Indictaent." should bo "Prosecution." 

MSfltii-) 



Transcript 
_?£££ _ _ l-incl«l 

14937 3 

■ A 

• 5 

14938 24 

■ 28 

14939 30 

14940 15 

14941 3 


14942 14 

» 15 

14943 23 

" 24 

" 29 

14944 -4 

■ 15 

■ 17 

14946 12.] 

■ 28 

■ 32 

14947 13 

■ 24 

14948 . 3 

■ 4 

* 5 


_PROPOSED COHBECXIOH_ 

“by Fsxbcn" shjuld bo "of Farben". 

■contribution" should bo "contributions". 

Place cocce after "itself,". 

Delete "Yolunt?rlly*. Chaise "of the foreign" to 
■of voluntary foreign". . 

Delete corsa after "worker*". 

First word "The" should be "Thoy". 

Delote "has" after "Farben". 

Place period after "workers" end delete "and they 
in those efforts". 

"Farben are" should be "Farben wfere". 

"pomits" should bo "pernitted". 

Delete "Farben" after "producod". 

Last two words "ha* dono" should be "did". 

Doloto "has" after "ifa". 

"A.." should be "All". 

Insert "as" boforo "favorable". 

"repoting" should be "reporting", 

■roforcatory" should be "education". 

■takon," should bo "jubnittad,". 

"prisonora" should bo "lnnatos". 

Insort "the" boforo "Auschwits". 

Insort "tho" before "Voluno". 

Delete cons* after "porsons" and insert "from" 
boforo "when". 

Dolete "fron,". 

Doloto coc*a. after "those". 

Insert "tho" boforo "German". 

IW? f-30-) 
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P50P0SED COHBECTIOS 


14948 

19 

Place dash at end of line after "runors". 

i 

31 

■corrected - should too "connected"* 

14949 

9 

First word "ilycplc" should be "Olyapic". 

■ 

15 

Chango "bo aa" to "necessary". 

■ 

21 

Delete "at" before 'last word "the". 

■ 

22 

First word "ncginning" should be “boginning". 

s 

14950 

15 

Delete period after “sen - . 

14952 

26 

Delete second word "by". 

14953 

5 

Insert “nan," after “young". 

14954 iff 

4Aff 

“Dec." should be "Itocunent". 

14955 

33 

Dclote second word "end". 

14956 

21 

First word "Vhothor" should be "Did". 

H 

35 

■carder?" should bo "carderor?". 

14957 

3 

■described" should bo "desecrated". 

n 

16 

Last word "hioself." should bo "itself." 

14958 

3 

■other" should bo "others". 

14962 

31 

Dolcto coma aftor "pooplo". 

14963 

8 

"n t" should bo "now". 

14964 

11 

Deloto cocoa aftor "Gomans". 

D 

19 

Delete coma aftor "conduct". 

14965 

8 

Insert "a" beforo "loading". 

14S66 

2 

■Jo" should bo "ho". 

n 

6 

■weight" should bo "wolgh". 

» 

11 

"by saying:" should bo "to say:".. 

14967 

25 

Second word r satp" should bo "sot up" and Insort 
"a" aftor "oeroly". 

14968 

9 

"Vetera coal" should be "Veter, coal". 
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Transcript 
_ _?fl£S _ Lifielil 

14968 11 

* 26 

14969 8 

" 17 

% 

" 23 

14970 10 

14 
16 

23 

24 
1 
2 
6 
9 

22 
24 
28 

3 

4 
6 
7 


4971 


4972 


_PHDPOSED a>&HSCTIOH_ 

"deposte, ebd" should be 'deposits, and". 

"ideas" should be "idea". 

Delete "A" at beginning Of line. 

Insert "expressed" efter "clearly*. 

Third word "cell* should be "call". 

Place coma efter first vord "laborers" and chango 
noxt word "which" to "end this". 

Last word "was" should bo "wore". 

Xnsort "at" boforo"all approve” and chenco 
"suing" to "using". 

Last word "cloar" should bo "clover". 

Delete coma after "things". 

"true," should bo "truthful,". 

"if it was" should bo "if I was". 

Placo coma at ond of lino aftor "truth". 

Delete corxa aftor "wore". 

Placo cocoa aftor "barracks". 

“unfortunatoly" should bo "unfortunato". 

"Mirkonan;" should be "Birkonau". 

Placo cocoa aftor "Aiscfcwitr" end also aftor 
r soce". 

"Mitiner" should be "Hitlor". 

Place coma aftor "participation". 

Delete cosea aftor "been". 

Lino 19 should roed: "cade no believe with 
certainty that Otto Acbros, to coao back to hie," 

14*0H f -22-) 
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14972 


14974 


14975 


■ 

14976 


14977 

14979 

14981 


11 Second word "noy" should be "not". 

21,27 •know" should be "knew 11 . 

4 "one" should be *oa*. 

13 "Keitel" should be "Keitel*. 

10 "not bueineea" should be "the bueinese". 

23 "juestion" should be "juestions". 

28 Delete com* after last word "Without*. 

27 "Byhernfurth* should bo "tyharnfUrth" and 
"Xalkenhagea," should bo "Palkenhasen,". 

28 "that way" should be "the fact". 

5 Delete "the" before "Fsrben,*. Also delete 
parenthesis before "the Sparte". 

19 IneertMid" after "Those who". 

2 Place period aftor "ordor." 


IW? 
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Trenscript 
_ _ ?aeo_ . 

_Line(e)_ 

• 

P20P0SED COa=£CTIOH 

14983 

11 

Insert "a" after “to wage". 

■ 

14 

•held" should bo "bold". 

14984 

u 

Insert "It" bofore "enyhow. 3 

■ 

24 

"constuting" should bo ■constituting". 

14986 

23 

Delete coaca eftor "usod". 

14990 

14 

Insert "was" after "plg-setal". 

14991 

20 

■wore" should bo "was" eftor "sagnoeiua". 

14992 

31 

■sining" should bo "alcing". 

14993 

19 

Delete coeca eftor "naterinl". 

• * y 

14996 

14 

Dolote cocss after "conclusion", and chango 
"statenont" to ■•tatecents". 

14997 

6 

"conditions." should be "condition." 


16 

Last words "If it" shmld be "If they". 


17,18 

■it would" should be "they would". 


29 

Insert "the" bofore "highest". 

4998 

1 

•blissful" shjuld be "usoful". 


2 

Dolote first word "tho". 


18 

Change "which" to "what* beforo "practical". 

4999 

4 

Change "cocsuting" to "construing". 

5000 

29 

Insert "ware" boforo "concsrnod". 


38 

■did only bring" should be "only brought". 

6C01 

17 

Dolote first word "7arbon". Insert "Carbon" boforo 
last two words "did not". 


29 

Change "The reao?al" to read "To bogIn with, tho 
roooTal". 


30 

Delete "to bogin with," end Insert "which" beforo 


lest word '*u'. 

Insert "the" boforo 'Oemn*. 

wnn f- 24 -) 
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Transcript 
_ ?8^e_ _ Lineal 


15C03 

5 

■ 

9 

a 

15 

150C4 

2-3 

■ 

e 

15005 

l 

15006 

10 

B 

12 

15007 

13 

15C08 

12 

■ 

16 

a 

17.18 

15CC9 

27 

a 

30 

15010 

9 


9 

15011 

18 

15012 

3 

» 

6 

H 

26 

15013 

3 

n 

7 

0 

17 

0 

18 

■ 

19 

0 

21 


Delete cocra after "Perbon". 

"considerable" should he "considerably". 

■robber" ehouli be "robbed". 

% 

"did question" should be "questioned”. 

"know" should be "kncv". 

■irrefutable" should be "irrefutably". 

Insert "to" before "elalaing". 

"uncontestably" should be "incontestably". 

Delete conna after "Ttrben". 

■curetpraetor" should be "curat praetor". 

Place cosea aftor "DAF". 

■exacplary" should be "exeoplery" (tvlco). 

Chan«o "province." to "country." 

■conference" should be "conferences". 

"province" should bo "country". 

"province," should bo "provinces,". 

"to obstain" should bo "to abstain". 

■bo BUEHCIH" should bo "by BUESOIH". 

"in the afflreativo" should bo "if the affirnatlvo". 
Place corca sfter "interpretations". 

"to a cortaln" should bo "to aacertain". 

"rcpouniod" should bo "propounded". 

■coE^rusoua" should bo "conrruoul*. 

"disturbed" should bo "distorted". 

Delete lest tvo words "the details” as repetition. 
Place coca* aftor "activities". 

I‘'HP f-25-) 
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Transcript 

_ 

15013 2£*ff 

15014 8 
9 

10 

13 

15 
18 

25 

5015 6 

9 

16 

8016 3 • 

6 
21 

26 

27 

5017 21 

28 
32 

5018 3 

9 

20 - 

5020 2 

6 
16 


■defendants,* should be "defendants,", 

■these nan" should bo "those ncn". 

■fir all" should bo "for all*. 

■stpek corrorationa" should be "stock corporations". 

■to those duties to which" should be "for thoso 
dutios which". 

■critic 1 " should be "critical". 

"partieul" should be "partial". 

Place conns aftor last word "work". 

"tircssly end then" should be "tirOssly on thee", 
■conductire" should be "conducive". 

"proaisos" should be "prenleos". 

Insert "is" aftor "world". 

"pur ort r should bo "purport". 

Insert "on" before "purely". 

Insert "was" beforo "proaotsl". 

Delote "as" aftor "as w 0 ll". 

Add "the" after "put" at end of line. 

Insert "tho" beforo "air foroo.F 
Insert "an" beforo "oxchan«o". 

"was unable" should bo "wes able", "this products" 
should be "this product". 

Delete cocca aftor "would" at end of lino. 

Insert "participation of the" aftor socond word 
"tho". 

"to Aoerica" should bo "in Ar. erica". 

•little or not" should bo "little or no". 

"oabryanio" should bo "eabryonlc". 






Transcriot 

_ _ _Ling(s)_PH0P0S2D CORBSCJIOIJ. 


15C2D 

26 

Insert "Dr. Buetofisch." after "initiative of". 

Last two words "Dr. aietoflech 1 s" begin new 
sentence. 


30 

"stntheeis" should be "synthesis". "The latost" should 
be "tho latest", continuing saae sentenco. 

15C21 

6 

"Herburg" should be "Eeaburg". 

n 

6 

Shtnge period to conaa efter "to develop". Continuo 
sentonce with "according". 

■ 

8 

■osport.■ should be "export." 

i 

M 

Insert "these" beforo "gentleaon". 

15C22 

1 

Insert "whoa he would h^vo to" bofore "report". 

/ 

n 

14 

"to giro .way" should bo "to give awey". 

n 

22 

Insert "procedures end processes for several nonths. 

In return the 1.0. Prrben" before tnt evory year". 

fl 

29 

■in deaonstrated" should be "is deaonstratod". 

16C23 

30 

Insert "the" bofore "action". 

15024 

28 

"(Mlrtschaftsgruppo)” shoull be "Wirtechaftsgruppo)". 

15025 

14 

Insort the following aftor "Oel A-0." and bofore 
“was foundod": 


■and the acnborshlp of ay client, Dr. Buotoflech 
resulting thorefron in the Aifsichterat of this 
cocpsny. 

In ay notion I at that tino already oxplainod 
how the evidence Introduced by tho Prosooution, 
which it fUrthor triod to sustain through 
docunonts prosontoi euboo-iuontly in tho cross- 
oxsainatlon of ay client, is by no Beans euitod 
to oetebllsh a proof of any violation of tho 
provisions of tho Control Council Law by tho 
* I.C. Perben or by Dr. Stoeteflsoh. In the caee- 
in-chlef, it was possible to prove that th 0 
Kontlnontalo Ocl A. C. ■ 

18 "ecy any" should bo "*>nd any". 

21 "of petroleuc" should be "on pstroloua". 

22 Deleto "suet," efter "Dr. KJETEFISCH". 

l«'07/'-27-) 





Transcript 
_ ?ago_ _ tlnei«l 


_raOPOSE COHECTIOH_ 

■coporatlonal" should be "corporation". 


L5C25 


15C26 

■ 

n 

■ 

■ 

15028 

■ 

15032 


15033 


15C34 

16035 


5036 


24 

27 "teske" ehould he "teaks". 

1-2 Change "e* the effect of" to reel "due to". 

4 "Buselan" ehould he "^eela", 

6 "any client" ehould be "sy client". 

10 Qien#*e cocra to period et end of line after "A.G. ■ 

12 Second word "poeere" ehould he "powore". 

2 "The treory" ehould ho "The theory". 

7 ■iniieputable" ehould he "Indisputably". 

7 Tlret vorl "arcnt" ehould he "erent". 

13 "subject by" ehould he "subjoct to". 

15 Ineert "the" hoforo "doeth ponalty". 

18 Ineert "the" bofore "ultinate". 

13 "Proeecocutlon" ehould he "Proeecutlon". 

1 Ineert "tho" before “private"- 

5 "ordor." ehould ho "ordore." 

27 "chariehod" ehould ho "cherished". 

29 Doloto cocaa rftor "only". 

7 "Mariowit*" ehould ho "Monowit*". 

2 "law etandard" ehould he "low standard". 

16 Tlret word "I" ehould ho "le". 

20-21 "lnetallatlone" ehould ho "lnetallation". 

28 "occurod." ehould be "occurred." 

13 "celon^ed" ehould ho "belonged". 

15 "Launa" should ho "Lsuna". 

19 Deloto "a" beforo "culpable". 

(- 28-) 








Transcript 

_ _ £B£0_ _l4=a(s) 


15C36 24 

■ 29 

15037 20 

15038 3 

* 16 

15039 10 

■ 18 

■ 21 

15C40 1 

* 12 

■ 21 

■ . 26 

■ 29 

15041 5 

■ 14 

15C42 17 

■ 20 

15043 22 

15044 21 

15045 4 

■ 6 

" 27 

15046 27 

15047 3 

■ 11 


_r2OP0SJD_COBSECTl0^_ 

"Dix !!■ stnuli be "Dr.- Dix". 

"Jobs, which" should be "Job* e»". 

7‘rst word "dut" sk«uld be "due". 

■to objections." should be "for objections." 

Insert "on" efter "prevailing". 

Delete coma aftor "site". 

Delete "was" before "constantly". 

Change "with regard to" to "within". Also insert 
•rfhich was" after "comltnent". 

Delete coma af tor "leader" at oi& of lino. 

•wero able" should bo "was ablo". 

■to his duties,■ should be "to the dutios". 

•lallegiun" should bo "Xolleglue". 

■confins" should bo "conforn*. 

■and altoration" should be "any alteration". 

■trensacriana" should bo "transactions". 

Change "desirei" to "described". 

Placo coma after "specialist" at end of lino. 

Change coma to poriod after "the Ceu". 

•oxcused" should bo "an oxcuse". 

Place coma after "Joining". 

Insort "the" aftor "define". 

Change "both in Bavaria as well as in" to road 
"eith.-r in Sararia or in". 

Delete coma after "notion". 

■his interpretation." should be "this interpretation, 
"loalor," should bo "leaders,". 

Insort "That" before "the dependents". 

wro7 r-29-i ■ • 


27 







Transcript 
_ ?a£e_Lineal 


PROPOSEDJ>ORgSC?IOH 


15048 

28 

Delete la*t two vorie "lid not". 

1505C 

7 

Delete coma after ■all 1 . 

i 

27 

"archie*,■ abould he "archive*. 

15051 

22 

"he know" ahould ho "he taev". 

15052 

2 

"fortunate* that" ahould he "fortunato than". 

it 

3 

Change "considering" to "concerning". 

■ 

5 

"Dr- aietefisch's" should he "Dr. Buoteflach". 

■ 

15 

■put an" should bo "put in*. 

15053 

24 

■proved per so;" should be "proved por so;". 
Also "it the fact" should ho "is the fact". 

■ 

32 

"or Joined" should ho "or to Join". 

15054 

6 

Dolcto coma aftor "refusal". 

9 

15 

"hostrowed" should ho "bestowed". 

9 

16 

"to retasod" should he "to rofuso*. 

n 

20 

Insert "by" beforo "woighing". 

a 

3C 

Insort "up" aftor "In surging". 

15056 

1 

Deloto coma aftor "Dr. von Mottlor". 

* 

6 

Change period to cocca after "Haofllger". 

a 

15 

Md "as" after last word "regarded". 

15057 

11 

"ho recarded a followor" shiuld he "bo ro«ardod 
aa a followor*. 

9 

30 

"Horddsie Lottetall" should be "Bordiak Lott- 
netall". 

15058 

15 

•on influence" should he "sn Influence". 

9 

18 

Dolcto fourth word "with* aa repetition. 

15C59 

4 

"that ay clinet" should he "that ay cliont". 

a 

11 

Insert "one" aftor "poaaihle". 

' l‘i'07 L&-) 
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Transcript 
_ Z?&e_ _ X»l&ei«2 


15C59 

30 

■particularly told true 0 atoull ba "particularly 
bald true". 

150 6C 

3 

■to oedd Joba," atould be "to odd jobs,". 

a 

32 

Delete conce after "fact"; 

15C61 

4 

Delete cosra aftor "business-partners". 

15C62 

26 

Dolete conns after ■arrenderante■• 

■ 

31 

■an particularly" atould be "e particularly". 

15863 

15 

■of lta* abould be "of their". 

a 

31 

Delete conea eftor "Jarben" aM after "It". 

15064 

5 

Delete eosea aftor *lAiiwigshafon*. 

a 

6 

Inaert "for the* after laat word "and". 

15C64 

29 

"Jerboas transact Iona" ahoull be "Farben's 
‘transactions*. 

15C65 

11 

Deleto cosca after "authorities*. 

15C66 

3 

Delete cossa after B euapect". 

15067 

11 

Deloto cocea after ■tiro*. 

•1 

27 

"concluio* should be "concluded*. 

15069 

9 

"stand tine" should be "stand the tiao*. 

a 

11 

"coneiderod" should be "ccnsidor". 

15C7C 

29 

"we are not surprised" should bo "we shall not bo 
surprised". 

15071 

31 

Last vorl "stowed" should bo "shown". 

ISC’74 

14 

"coin#:" should bo "conix*". 

a 

16 

"inner" should be "foroor*. 

a 

19 

Deloto"as" aftor "incorrectness". 

a 

23 

"in organisation" should bo "in’this organisation" 

15C75 

18 

Lino 18 should road:"frca the needs of tho 
eituation of Gerdau oconony, to which I will". 



KlWlfeu) 




_F20POSSD_TOH£LCTIOH 

■into adition*■ should be "into edlctions" 


Transcript 
_ _? 5 £e_Line(») 


15075 

15076 


25 

1 “which handle" should he “which handled". 

6 “newspaperman" should he "newspapermen". 

12 "than warranted" should he "than is warranted". 

14 "cy clients'" should he "ay client's". 

24 "connections during" should he "conditions 

during". 


15977 


15078 
■ 

■ 

■ 

15079 


26 "co-operation the,'" should he "co-operation, then,". 

27 Place iuotation narks efter "by hla." , 

13 "«iuilt" should ho "guilt". y 

16 Last word "parts," should he "part,". 

26 Delete cocra aftor "evidence". 

30 "was to ho prorod." should he "has to be provod. * 

17 Dolste period after "noed". 


15C8C 


18 "of hooks to Aeorlca." should bo "of hooks to ho 
sent to America." 


15C81 

15C82 

15C83 

■ 


■ 

n 

15C84 

15C86 

s 


9 "arrengoconts" should ho "rocoptlons". 

29 "ohoso" ehould ho "chooso". 

4 "into the library" ehould bo "in the library". 

5 Dolote cosea aftor "anybody". 

8 Dolote coma aftor "nietskoe". 

9 Place corn* aftor "prosecution,". 

25 "indignity" ehould ho "indignation". 

22 "a criminal" ehould ho "any crialnaI". 

2 Delete cozsa after "facilitloe". 

7 "it 1938" ehould ho "in 1938". 


15 "proferred" ehould bo "preferred". 

NSD1 f-3a-) 




7r an script 
_ JiQ. _. 

_Line(s)_ 

_raQP0S^_COEHBCTI0H_ 

1EC86 

19 

"von lorsncr" should bo "von Lorsner". 

■ 

2S-26 

"dlasetrically" should be "diaaetrirai”. 

15987 

17 

Change "Which were tho causa of origin" to road 
"What were the causes for the origin". 

s 

18 

Insert costa after "Control". 

15C88 

12 

■inport" should be "ieporte". 


15890 


15091 


15092 

" 


13 "export." should be "exports,". 

16 "recces" should be ■reduction". 

19-2C "of tho own* should be "of nativo". 

21 "corparelon with* should be "relavlOB to". 

23 Last word "condition" should be "oonditi>ns". 

24 "norale as" should be "xoral sense as". 

29 "truse" should bo "trust". 

s 

"caused of" should be "causod the increase of". 

11 Insort "the" boforo "production". 

12 Insort "the" boforo "rMnufaoturing". 

2 "cwn country," should be "hoee country.". 

7 Place cossa after "policy*. 

12 Insort "in" boforo lest word "her". 

16 Insert "of" after "abroad". 

19 Place coeaa eftor "agrecsent),". 

21 "trade or" shsuld bo "trade and". 

29 "stoo" should bo "too". 

1 "were provided" should be "wes provided". 

17 jolete cotsa and insort "for" after first word 
■econoay". 

"inerdased" should bo "increased". 

IK 07f-33-) 
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Transcript 
_ _ ?ego_ _Lin S («) 

16093 12 


B 

17 

15CS4 

2 

a 

13 

« 

21 

15095 

19 

a 

29 

■ 

30 

15095 

18 

15QS7 

1 8 

■ 

1C 

ft 

20 

n 

24 

15C98 

8 

B , 

30 

18099 

3 

■ 

12 

15100 

4 

8 

12 


"intelligentsia icprovorishod* ehouli be 
■icpoToriehed intelligentsia". . * 

"rodicellsed" should he "radicalised". 

"a wold" should ho "a world". 

"interests" should be "interest" and "perios" 
should be "period". 

Insert dash aftor "currency". 

Change lash to cores aftor "suceoss". 

"cush less" should be "nuch less". 

Plvse period after "rogice." Begin new sentonco 
wllh "Gcrerning". ^ 

■w»s powored" should bo "was lowered". 

"ed the other" should bo "as the other". 

"ncenonics." should bo "ocononies." 

TWtee cores aftor "hlgtafays),". 

Flace period at end of lino aftor "(1936)". 

'contents" should bo "content". 

"natorial" should bo "natorlals". 

r *orld to eoonony.■ should bo "to world econony." 

Tirst word "basis" should be "basic”. 

"of now business organizations," should bo "of 
a ntw businoss organization,". 

Molts* should be "debts 3 . 


15102 

151C3 

15105 


" 


14 

22 

4 

n 


last word "catvor." should be "ratters," 
Ins,rt "being* eftor "today", 
olete last word "later,". 

••patical" should bo "capital". 

"Horten 1 shouli bo "Koroau". 

/«tfb7(-34-) 
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Transcript 


_ - 

_Lina(l)_ 


15111 

25 

"Teke" should b© "Tokens 

15115 

16 

-clots "the" aftor "coacerning". 

15117 

16 

Change "those usually" to ithose utually". 

15118 

20 

"(Sebesaeure)" should bs "(Hobelsaeure)" and 
last word "Booths." should bo "nonth." 

15119 

24 

Insert "as" after first word "nad". 

15123 

9 

Place poriol after "Units." Bogin new sentenoo 
with "As It". 

n 

15 

"reeoarch" should bo "reproach". 

■ 

19 

Change "for core" to "far core". 

15125 

19 

"becoae a prlsonor-of-war." should be "booono 
prisoners-of-war.■ 

i 

30 

"the prisoner-of-war" should bo "the prisonors-o: 
war". 

15126 

6 

Mrst word "Thoss" should be "Thoso". 

■ — 

8 

-slots ooona aftor "tools". 

■ 

15 

L«t word "priosnor" should bo "prisoners". 

15127 

5 

"a Tory light work," should be "very light work,' 

15130 

21 

Last word "But" should bo "Boy". 

15133 

29 

"bribing" should bo "bringing*. 

15135 

7 

■giro" should bo "glvos". 

■ 

8 

"assertion" should bo "assertions". 

15137 

12 

Cfcang© "infcreation or" to "infornatlon on", 

15139 

10 

Insort "had" boforo tho last word "to". 

■ 

11 

Insort "view of" boforo the last word "the". 

■ 

12 . 

•victim of a purposo," should be "vlctin of a 
pure©.■ 

■ 

13 

•m it is Hated" should be "unintinldbted", 


15 


'of the foroign" should be "on tho foreign*# 

l*C 07 f-as-l 
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Trenecript 
_ -??/¥. 1 -Lino(•) 

15140 22 

15141 18 

■ 32 


Second word "frln" etouli fee "froa". 

■eonverted" ehould be "converted". 

■of reported - ehould bo - he reported" and last word 
■dried" ehould bo "defied". 


15142 

a 


15143 


« 

15149 
n 

15150 

15151 


15152 


■ . 

15153 


" 


1 Second word "coapition," ehould be ■competition". 

10 -eleto coma. eft or "conceived" and ineert coma end 
"end" after "hin". 

25 "nanfield" ehould bo "oanifold". 

26 "a. veee" ehould bo "a vaet". 

30 "patter" ehould bo "pattern". 

4 "leekistf" ehould bo "lookic*". 

5 ■ethucal" ehould bo "othical". 

6 "principal" ehould bo "principle". 

26 delete laet word "wae". 

27 -olo&Q eocond word "with". 

12 "tho production," ehould bo "their production,". 

16 Ineert "of" before "a^roeelvo". 

18 "producted" ehould bo "produced" and "to thoeo" 

ehould bo "to tho thoeie". 

30 "ro-introducotion" ehould bo "ro-introduction". 

21 id4 "their" after laet word "a.e". 

6-7 Oolote "had a hotter knowledge of Hitler'e roal 
intontione and ny client" ae repetition. 

9 "outbreat" ehould bo "outbreak". 

2 "took part" ehould bo "took no pa.rt". 

18 Ooloto cocca after " 1 . 0 ." 

19 Oolote coma, after "leernod". 

19-a; Joleto "on tho occaeione of tho few conforencoe 
that the eenoral Voretanl," ee repdition. 
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Trcnicript 

P$ee 

Llng(f)_ 

% 

PB0P0S2D CDBEZCTIOS 

15155 

9 

■voluntarily" should be “voluntary". 

15156 

15 

■industrialist" ofcculd bo "industrialists,"• 

■ 

23 

“iniicidual" ?}»uld bp "individual"? 

* 

24 

Doletp coma aftor last word *pr?celen$e". 

■ 

29 

First word "very" should bo ?every"• 

15157 

10 

"trensconds" should bo "transcends". 

15158 

18 

"nan problec" should bo "aain problca*. 

15159 

3 

■oews allegiance" should bo "owes allesianco". 

n 

8 

■rollablo of punistoont-" should bo "liablo to 
punishcont." 

n 

9 

Insert footnote carle *2)" after "1946". 

15159 

23-24 

Dclote "to illustrato the fact that tho sovereignty 
of the individual law* as repetition. 

> 

Footnoto Piece "2). Cf. Court Transcript, Oernm toxt, pe«o 
2778." footnoto at botton of pa^o. 

15160 

9 

Change "0* at end of line to dash. 

0 

13 

Place footnoto nerk "3>." at end of lino a/tor 
luota.tion narks. 

0 

14 

Last word "aoro" should bo "noro*. 

0 

17 

Insort lash aftor “which" and boforo *1 iuoto*. 

0 

Footnoto 

Ple.co "3). Cf. Lotal Opinion on tho Crlninal 
Liability of Private Individuals In Cesoe of tho 

Infrlnaror.cnt of International Law, by Dr. Jur. 
Horbort Kraus, Professor of Law, Menbro le 

1’Instltut do Droit International (Hoabor of tho 
Institute of International Law)." a* footnoto a.t 
bottoo of p ego. 

15161 

13 

Change period to coma aftor "force* and continuo 
sontonco with "tho Court". 

15162 

25 

"in intervene," should be "to intervene,". 

0 

27 

Dolede come efter "that". 

151.64 

17 

"This percept" should be "This precept". 


KfO7 f-37-) 
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Transcript 

_ fi _ _Line(a)_PB3PCSZD CpgaECJION 


15165 

13 

"•o that foreign languages" should be "so that 
the need for foreign languages". 

a 

14 

. "present natural* should be "presents natural". 

1516? 

5 

•The butrents" should bo "tho hi treats". 

15168 

31 

■ell the other* should he "ell the rest of". 

15169 

1 

■spocialists-world" should he "the specialist world". 

15170 

24-25 

Cheng j froa "S-lTarseno" in line 24 through "Dolentin," 
in line 25 to reed "Splrarsane, Viteaino end Kornono J 
preparations, furtborcore Kovalgin, Garden end the : 
substitute norphine preparation Dolentin.■ 

15171 

17 

1 .-st word "testiaonji" should bo "tostiaonios, ■. 

15172 

2 

■to unusual" should ho *he unusual"*. 

■ 

15 

■quit* should bo "luite*. 

16173 

26 

"Coaparagcl" should ho "Comparable". 

15175 

10 

Second word "with" should ho *tho“. 

15176 

13 

■but in incroaso” should ho "hut to increaso.” 

16177 

2 

•used" should bo "producod". 

n 

3 

Ooloto sooond word ■producod - .■ 

■ 

15-16 

iolcto *tho protoctiro offocts of the vacclnos 
ranufactured by" as roptfitlon. 

■ 

30 

Should road: "Also, tbs arguoont of tho prosocution 
that thoro had boon a*. 

• 

15179 

10 

■alaiasd" should ho "aiosd". 

a 

13 

"Kidlick's" should ho "Kudicko's". 

15180 

1 

Place poriod eftor "Borlin" at ond of lino and 
bagin new oontonco with "By" in lino 2. 

■ 

3 

■•nd Dr. Dornltz's" should be "and by Dr. Donnitz's". 

15181 

15 

Insert "been" after last word "haro". 

■ 

16 

■continously disturbing" should hs "continually 
distributing". 


IWjf-je-' 


Transcript 
_ ?e*e_Line(s) 


F2DP0SZD OOSSaCHOH. 


15181 

15182 

■ 

15183 

. * 

& 

15184 


15185 


■ 


15187 

■ 

n 


■ 

15188 


it 

15189 

15191 


% 

21 ■beruddled* should be "befuddled". 

23 "convicting" should be •convincing". 

31 "^rgianc Institution* should be "hygiene Institute". 

1 "Ir. -lag he had boon* should be "Dr. Ding had boon", 

32 "deawid" should bo "deraadod". 

14 Delete period aftor ’carps* and Continue sontendo 
vlth next word "since*. 

21 *gengerlno B should be "gangrene"* 

56 ft“AS Wta?.* p-SST. i°n tho 

concentration caap. Those vecclnations wero like¬ 
wise not*» 

3 "gangerlne. * should be "gangrene. " 

3 B Dr. Desits* should bo *Dr. Desalts". 

15 Insort "the" after last word "was". 

18 "two ot throe* should be "two' or three". 

3 "any change" should bo "any charge". 

13 "When they* should bo "Vhon tho*. 

16 "sine" sb*ild bo "nice". 

3D "anaalals,■ ehould bo "anlaals,". 

21 "boings and also included" should bo "boings and it 
also incluid". 

29 Last word "trial-" shouli be "trail-". ■ 

3 "of now type* should bo "of a new typo". 

6 "Minister of Intorior" should bo "Ministor of 
tho Interior". 

14 "propartation" ehjuld be "preparations". 

27 Insort "connections" aftor "ostabliefcodi 

29 "addrossod" shouli bo "addraeserfi 

a 

10 "froa in In this a-ttor. " stould be "froa you in 
this aetter." , » 

miM 





Transcript 

_ _PBOPOSED ODSRlCIiqS_ 


15192 

22 

■£5*. Vober, tha personally" should be "Dr. Vebcr, 
who personally". 

a • • • 

15193 

7 

■a. Ding gave vaaire" should bo "Dr. Ding gave 
evasive". 

15194 

7 

“Dr. Ding has to bo" should bo "Dr. Ding had to bo". 

* 

27 

Delete corse after "1947". 

15196 

3 

Delote coma tftor "off". 

i 

9 

Change period to coma sftor ■carls" at end of 
lino. 

n 

14 

"It is a ooaDo& a . should be "It was a connon". 

■ 

28 

"?wo witness" should bo "Tha witnojs". 

• 

31 

Dolete coara after socond word "in". 

15198 

3 

"offors andy proof for illegal taste." should bo 
■offers any proof of illegal tests," 

n 

7 

"witnesses whon I nontionod" should bo "witnesses 
whoa I aentionad". 

fl 

28 , 

"Dr. Ling* should bo "Dr. Ding". 

15199 

7 

■vaccines on tho" should ho "vacclnos through tho". 

163CO 

7 

■hlsotiro«." should bo ■histories," 

» 

10 

Insort "and", after last word "Plant*. 

15201 

17 

"Vorstand on tho whole." should ho "Vorstand as 
a wbolo.* 

■ 

31 

■hero to what I haro" should bo "boro as 1 hero". 

15203 

15 

"of ohly* should bo *of othor". 

if 

19 

Dolete "and* aftor "questions". 

15334 

2 

■Tho Payer's advertising* should bo "Payor's 
advertisin*". 

V 

24 

Delete coma after firat word "(contrl)butlons". 

15205 

11 

"expert" ahould be "export". 


* I 


Mftlf-io- I 










Srenscript 
_ P«fio_ _ Llsel*! 

15209 16 


_PB3P0SE3 M2RECT10N_ 


15211 


■by ezoreiil&i 1 should be "by orpressln/r". 

■to feet* should be "to fece". 

"resory of K.3," should be "aeoory of X.B$,*. 

■production to be reduced" should be ."oroiuction 

reduced". ‘ ' C C 

* ^ • 

"inaTortible" should bo "lnadvcrtible". 

• m • • * • ■# 

Deleto "tho" before "Phone Poulenc" uni change 
■for reason" to "because". 

“I think, I know that an* should be "I think that 
an". 


15212 


15213 


15214 


15215 


15217 

15219 


Insert "and" aftor *1940,". 

■contain on exon" abouli be "contain or axon". 

"it is possible" should bo "la it poeelblo". 

■outcoso vaa tho" should bo "outcone is tho". 

"attained" should bo "attains" and "had to givo" 
should be "has to <?1 to". 

"as steto of" should bo "as a stato of". 

■tho Phono Pculone" should bo 'coapollin^ Phono 
Poulenc". 

Place oorca after "Laws,". 

■ 

Place poriod aftor "JVrbcn." Botin new aentonco 
with "Exon-. 

"tho bast of his" should bo "tho boat of his", 
■e^reosent had boon" should be "*#roeoont has boon", 

"no such is aaio." should be "no such etroonont is 

Bade.■ 

Last worl "ietemina.to" should be •dotarnino". 
"dolayicc tactio," should bo "delaying tactics," 
Insert "the" before "7hereplir-a*ro«aont". 

"by Beyers" should be "by Beyer". 


;uro7/■-»-) 




PHD POSED CORRECTION 


Transcript 

JPftgft _ _Lice(») 


5219 

12 

"Tenre Beaulieus" ahould bo "Vfenro 3csi lieu*. 


19 

■probed* ahould bo "proved". 


28 

Lest vord "and* should bo *caa", 

5220 

8 

"rorolkad." ahould bo "revoked." 


9 

"adslniatreted* ahould bo "ednlniaterod". 


20 

"hla peraaceutleal* ! ahould bo *ita pharmaceutical"- 

5221 

28 

■to Indictnont" ahould bo "tho Indictaent". 


31 

■aoro thon welcoaed"'should bo "more than welcomed" 

5223 

1 

■had been exerted" should bo "had boon sucJoctoA". 

* • 

25 

flrat word "was" ahould bo ■were"**' 

5224 

5 

"with cane^coont* ahould bo "with thoir nanasoaont". 


8 

■Control Counool" ahould bo "Control Council". 

5224 

12 

"proporty plants* ahould bo "oroperty ral plenta". 


22 

Trance at the prooont tlao" should bo "Franco that 
tlso". 


23 

Placo aoal colon aftor flrat word "a^rocaont". 


24 

"occupation atatuao'a." ahould bo "occupation atatua. 

5225 

4 

"could bot* ahould bo "could not". .. 


6 

■undroa* ahould bo ■unier*. 


7 

Laat word "thla" ahould bo "the". 


B 

15227 

15228 


11 Doloto "cconoalc*. 

26 "that this, »ftor all* ahould bo "that i§. after 
all*. 

27 'only then tho Bayer* should bo "ohly then did tho 
Bayor". 

29 "laputcd" ehould bo "iaputod". 

2 C "discussion" ahould bo ■dlacuaaln^ 0 . 

1 *of czlateoce* ahould be "of lta exlatoaco". 

I Cl f-42-} 







transcript 

_?«£*>_ J4pa(i). 

15228 1C 


_raOPOS5D COE^CTION_ 


15229 


15238 

15231 


15232 


5233 


1C *5aM£o6dSt than,* should he "nanagencnt to that," 

11 "it wee the chairman." should he "he Wee tho cheix-nan,' 

19 Delete "Mens was not th? business pena^er*" ud 

continue sentence 'beginning i$ preceding lino with 
■hie position".' 

• t 

27 Change "in chargo of" to reed "director cf tho Salos 
CQnhine S*y~r which supervised" and placo period after 
"insecticides." 

28 Delete "a iaperthent which was under Sayor. ■ 

32 Insert "end" beforo last wsr.d "the". 

1-2 Chargo lines 1 end 2 to reed "chalreen of tho 

Axfsichtsrat was Schlosser, * Yorstani noohor of 

Deguosa." 

5 Dolote "had* after "Kann*. 

21 Doleto "exhibit" and "it had". 

22 Last word "are" should be "wore". 

24 "is woll" should be "was well". 

19 Last word should ho "associates". 

4 "their peecstino" should he. "the peacotlne". 

6 "in Uiropo?■ should bs "as in fcaropo?" 

12 Change last word "the" ts "connection". 

13 Chengs "fact of" to "with". 

15 Dolate "hss" and change "coco ■ to "ewao". 

I 

21 Insert "the" boforo "oxpert". 

1 Insort "Tho sales" boforo first word "incroaso". 

9 Insert "surpassxi" a/tor "pertly". 

29 "possibly" should bo "pessible". 

11 "are easily" should ho "is easily". 

15-16 "irritanys" should bo "Irritants". 

25 "suppose" should bo "support". 

lWjr-43-) 






PROPOSED. CORRECTION 


Transcript 
_ _?e£a _ _Lina(«) 


15234 

6 

■ware generally known in Germany." should bo “was 
general In Germany." 

■ 

7 

Insert Jwho knew* efter “persons".' 

■ 

30 

fn$ny in* should bo dseny with". 

15235 

28 

f«f|“ should be “eirsf. 

n 

29 

Insert “than" beforo "1000 kilometers" and deleto 
"the" before "Aiscb/its". 

15236 

7 

Insert “and" after “I.G.". 

ft 

8 

Change “the thrao" to “these three". 

15337 

5 

Change last word “oo“ to "of“. 

a 

27 

"easel* should bo "cause 1 *. 

a 

31 

Delete “the* before "reference". 

15238 

13 

“ 0 Tor“ should bo “even". 

15239 

11 

Delete “of“ beforo "punisheblo". 

a 

18 

Insert “a" after lest word “is". 

a 

25 

Delete period end piece date after "namely". Continue 
sentonce with following words "on the". 

15240 

33 

■rolchsherlcht" should be “(Roichsgoricht)". 

15244 

3 

"the competition" should bo "his competitors". 

a 

0 

“materiel,* should bo “materials,". 

15245 

7 

Change “theso existing" to "those oxisting”. 

15246 

23 

Last word “press." should be “duress." 

a 

25 

“going* should bo “being". 

15248 

• 12 

"hespeadly" should bo “has repcetedly". 

a 

21 

Insort “only" eftor last word “but". 

a 

22 

"statements" should bo “statesman’s". 

a 

26 

“direct* should bo “indirect". 

15249 

1 

ifcleto “is* beforo “thereby*. 



IW07 






Transcript _* * 

Pace _ Liceisl_• _?&0P0SS3 OOF-SSCIION 


15249 

2 

Insert "thereof" after "approval". 

a 

4 

•In =y closing" should he "In cy Trial Brief*. 

• 

19 

Insert funderf before Fthe influence 1 !. 

4 T *.‘# * 4 X 1 • . J a 

a 

21 

Last word "stacscenP ahpuld ho "stetoscenf. 

*S '< f > * • • lv * < / 

15251 

1-2 

A* • 

Flho indirect* should be "in an indirect". 

■ 

2 

■contact* should bo "contrast". 

a 

6 

■becane," should bo "bccauso.*. 

a 

10-11 

“in e close contact" should hi "in an eran closor 
contactV 

it 

13 

Delete “bee" b-^ore "explained". 

15252 

9 

Delete "I bereft 

15253 

21 

• 

“Corptoirs" should bo "Coaptoir". Delete cotca 
after "new". 

ii 

27 

Dolote conn# after "ohargos". 

15254 

19 

Insert "those" eftar lest word "as". 

tt 

20 

Delete second word "th©". 

15255 

28 

Delete corra a/tor first word "which". 

it 

30 

“happening" should be "happenings". 

n 

31 

Insert "by" after last word "and". 

15257 

23 

"facts" should bo "fates". 

■ 

24 

Insert "tho" boforo "happlnoss". Also "othor" 
should bo "othors". 

« 

22 

Delete "his" boforo "guilt". 

15258 

7 

"congincd" should bo "combined". 

15258 

32 

■roallToly" should bo "rolptlroly". 

15259 

27 

"porpotu«tors os" should be "perpotuators of". 

a 

30 

•cander" should bo "canagor". 

1526® 

25 

/“»• 

Delete "that" aftor* "bocauso". 


l fro 7 f-45-) 






Transcript 

_ _ 


PROPOSED OOEEEOTIOH 

15252 ' 

is 

"If this feat" should be "This fact". 

* 

l? 

"constructions" should fee "contenficno". 

»• 

£4 

?leee perjod offer "plen f " snn delete "which lad 
bee# deconstrated." 

■ 

26 

Insert *hes* before second word "not". Placo conma 
after “erldence* and change following word "cust" 
to "nuch"._ 

ii 

29 

’ Delete first word "what". 

15253 

7 

"like =y client," should be "of ay client". 

• 

n 

e 

Delete corre after "hlnself". 

R 

9 

Insert "the" boforo "world" and change "anong" 
to "of". 

15264 

24 

Delete coece aftor "that" and after "is". 

15266 

14 

Insert "is" before "also". 

e 

» 

. 15 

Place period after "appointcent.• 

1526? 

7 

"clients" should bo "client's". 

■ 

e 

"injured" should be "injure". 

15268 

27 

■you bring" should bo "during". 

15271 

•5 

Last word should bo "arrest". 

M 

10 

Placo period aftor "then." and begin now sontonco 
with "What he". 

R 

12 

first word should be "gratitude". 

n 

32 

Chasgo period to coma aftor "Honors,”. 

15272 

30 

"I h*d" should bo "I and". 

15274 

1 

Doloto coaca after "together". 

« 

5 

"of pago 4" should bo "on Fago 4". 

• 

25 

Insert "persons living in" before first word 
"countries". 


Insert "has" after last word "evidence". 



15275 


12 





PBOPpSSD C0H3£C?ig5 


Transcript 
_ _?*££ _ 

Lic©l»l _ 

PSOPOSED COSBKOfXOS 

15275 

29 

"ISic Sparta" should be "Sparta Two". 

15276 

13 

•tho bads 1 should be "the hands". * 

■ 

28-30 

Delete ea repetition the eenten-e beginning in line 

28 with The second" and ending with "Tribunal." 
in line 30. 

15277 

1 

Delete ea repetition "were likewise independent 

Xain Dopartsont". 


31 

Delete come after "October" et end of line. 


32 

Inacrt "end" after "construction". 

5270 

15 

■lndepsntly" ahould bo "independently". 

5275 

2 

"esployed with" ahould be "eaployej in". 


16 

■wouliconsiatute" ahould be "would constitute". 


2C 

Dolete conn* eftor "Ho.5". Place coma after "flick". 


26 

"1947," ahould bo "1907,". 


27 

Insert "*ppljr." aftor *1929". 

5286 

30 

Change "who had" to "who have". 

15287 

5 

Doloto coma after first wori "(pro)oeedod". 

15288 

28 

Ir.aort dash after "opldacloa" and beforo "not". 

15290 

a 

31 

Dolote "But tho oridenco aubaitted by tha". 

16291 

1 

Delete "SS carp adcinlatration." 

15292 

17 

■it any way" ahould bo "in any way". 

15293 

21 

"in aelf-adriniatra.tion" should bo "tho aolf- 
adriniatratlon". 

■ 

22 

"March 1948," ahould be "Kerch 1943,". 

15294 

9 

Adi "the" efter last word "for". 

15296 

1 

"already,■' ahould bo "ready,". 

* 

*4.21 

"skillet" should be "skilled". 

15299 

16 

"natural that that" should be "natural than that". 


PtfOlk?-) 








PBO?qSED_COE?JCTICS 


Trane cript 
— -°?£5. _ . 


FBOPOSED COEBSCTIOS 

15302 

2 

Delete coma after "wee" and delete "aleo" after 
■could". 

■ 

17 

Ineert "were" after "trecke". 

153C5 

12 

Char^o cons* to poriod after "Tribunal." 

15308 

3 

Piece coera efter "prieonere," and delete "wi»,». 

■ 

4 

Insert "who" before ■dlrectad 11 . 

15310 

2 

Delete 'In Cesp I v " aftor "pede". Add "of Carp IV" 
at end of lino aftor "Innate". 

» 

3 

Delete "Even at thie early late". 

15312 

23' 

■cay by" ahould bo "can by*. 

15313 

31 

a 9 

Place eons* and doloto "had" after oocond word 
"cacpe". Also place cone* at end of lino. 

15314 

6 

Plece-’colon aftor last word "etertei:". 

15316 

11 

Place cost* aftor "By-thie,". 

15317 

5 

"heretofore" ehould be "therefore". 

15318 

39 

"eraluation" ehould be "eraluatln*". 

15321 

2 

■Court by" ehould be "Court of". 

15323 

2 

Placo eocl-cdlon aftor "Carthago?* 

15325 

3 

"cloara^o* ehculd bo "eloaraio"; 

15330 

15 

S?cnelar" eboull bo "Paa-Slar". 

■ 

25 

Ineort "not" aftor firet word "wee". 

15333 

2 

•read" ehould be "road". 

15334 

8 

Delete quotation carke aftor "blttorly." 

15335 

23 

Doloto cone* after "1932". "Politicen" ehould bo 
"Political". 

15336 

1 

"ycere that" ehould be "yoere when". 

■ 

S 

"nature" ehould be "caturo". 


Place cons* after "ceeo". 

mi M 


15338 


17 







Transcript 

_ Page_Ling(s)_P20P0S S3_COB5£CT_ION 


15342 

11 

Add "to" after last word ■objections". 

15343 

17 

■or any" should be "nor wax?® any*. Delete coma 
and “were" after "officials*. 

15344 

11 

■teus" should bo "says*. 

15348 

U 

Inaert "between" after "place". 

15351 

1 

■to the Berlin" should be "with the Berlin". 

15354 

26 

Second word "net" should be "not". 

15357 

22 

Last word "of" sbfxild be "or". 

15358 

1 

Insert "east" aftor second word "tho*. 

« 

7 

"are" should be "fer". **' 

■ 

11 

Second wort "noo" should be "nono". 

15362 

17 

"greeted" should be "greater". 

15367 

21 

Inoort "was" after "entry". 

a 

29 

"rosally" should bo "fornally". 

•15368 

14 

Insert "(doforcent {Ucstions)" after "persons*. 

15370 

9 

Dcloto "A" at end of lino. 

15372 

5 

Change "asst" to "«t". 

15374 

22 

■no" should bo "ay". 

■ 

25 

■non-crlainat." should bo "non-crialnal,". 

15375 

20 

Place seal-colon after lest word "this". 

15375 

6 

Placo {notation nark*after "duty". 

15380 

28 

"did you" should be "did not". 

15381 

27 

"consisted" shcwld bo "considered". 

* 

29 

First word "1st" should bo "But". 

15392 

1 

. "sutation" should bo "situation". 

* 

17 

■Valkenau" should bo "FeUecnau". 


■that wo wero" should to "our boing". 

I4S01 f-49-1 
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Transcript 
_ _ 

153S7 1 


15417 


_HpPpSE) CORffiCTION_ _ 

■prectieally Boon. 0 Bhouli he “Soon,". Insert 
•practically" after "subjected". 

•who were" should he "who are*. 

■right" should he "rightly*. 

■case" should he "went"*. 

flret word "indictaent" should he "Indicted". 

Insert "it" after "I have". 

Insert *thea" after "utilise*. 

■The sershallol" should he "They cars filled". 

"has actually been,” should be •wa*' actually soon,". 
Tirst word "scourego* should ho' "scourge", 
"deturgonts" should ho "detergent". 

•of war," should ho "of wator,". 

■anong othors," should ho "anong other things,". 
"oTercoao" ahould ho "ororasoo". 

"thirst or" ahould ho "thirst for". 

•canin^ethods" should ho “cinlng cothods". 

Place cocca after last word "Parhen,". 

All "but" aftor last word "last". 

Insert "this" aftor "perceived". 

"succeed" should ho "succeeds". 

"f-ctores" should ho "factories". 

"urges* should ho "urged*. 

Insert "this," aftor "was not". 

Delete "in" after "Dr. Polckaann,". 

"building-st ne" should he "building stono". 

Place cocca after "succeeded,". 

wroir.se-) 
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Transcript 

_ _ £a£e_ Licelsl_ 

15418 8 Delete "in the beeono so". 


t 

26 

“seasea■ should be "rasaas". 

• 

29 

Delete "at all". 

15421 

12 

Delete "arun". 

ir 

25 

■it were" should be "thore were". 

IT 

33 

"interrlgence" should be "intelligence". 

15422 

29 

"resulted" should be "resulting". 

15425 

7 

Change cones to period after last word "standard." 

it 

e 

First word "now" should be "Not"i Chango poriod 
to cocea after "figures,". 

* 

20 

Place cores after "43jt". 

15427 

12 

Insert "tho" before "world 'a". 

15428 

16-17 

Insort -after line IS and before lino 17i 


■10 Farben ia alto reproached for ita aharo in 
the aphorc of the Biropean chenical oconony 
concerning the collection of natorlal for poaco 
negotiations carriod out by tho Reich Ministry of 
Ecoaoaics, known by the neae of 'New Orior'. In 
thla connection this world nap and tho corresponding 
individual charts show cloarly to Just what an 
extent tho Biropean countries wero always Farbon's 
cutatending field of lntoroat and activity, alwnya 
tho object of noreal and logal buaineee conslloratlona 
and diepoaitiona. It was therefore juite natural 
that the Reich Ministry of Econonlcs consulted 
IG Farben with reepect to this natter ainco 10 
*arben had all kinds of data available and was in • 
a position to givo ioportent advice. 

15429 15 Deloto last word ■has". 


If S’ 01 ( -S1-) 
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Transcript 
_ Eafie_Line(«) 


15429 

17 

First word "qar,■ should be •ver,". 

• 

15430 

6 

Delete "stincy". 

15431 

11 

■were 28^51^* should be "was 28 . 515&." 

■ . 

25 

■perropt" should be "percoive". 

15432 

17 

Place eosre after "SJfc, 

15433 

y . 

1 

•Gorsaay* should bo "Gersan". 

a • 

25 ' 

Issort "to" efter first word “Ibleting". 

a 

36,31 

“bearing.■ should bo "standing". ^ 

15434 

• 

19 

■had not" should be "had been". 

■ 

21 .• 

"especially of" should be "especially by" 

15435 

11 

Insort "that" beforo "haring". 

15436 

IS 

Place cossa aftor firet word "blow,". 

» 

18 

■allied.■ should be "ally,'. 

15437 

9 

"caso" should be "cast". 

15438 

6 

Dolots cosea aftor »of". 

15439 

3 

■resing" should bo "rising". 

15440 

15 

Place cotra after "surfaco,". 

a 

• 

27 

Insort "will" aftor "letters". 

• 


• 

• 

• d 

'I'+foiUa.) 

ft 


• 

\ ^ 

* 

- 

s 

• 

— 

■ 
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Transcript 

Page Line(s) 

PHOPOSiS C02HSCTI01.* 

15444 

1 

Change first word "what" to "that". 

15445 

20 

“robberty," should be “robbery,' 

■ 

28 

■transcens" should be "transcends'. 

15445 

6 

"aggressive war the the* should be “aggressive 
war that the'. 

15448 

11 

'adocacy,' should be “advocacy,“. 

15453 

29 

“general 1 “ should be "generally". 

■ 

30 

Insert 'of crises against peace, would cake the 
concept" to follow the text after line 36i 

15460 

2 

First Vwtfd - reserved“ should be "reserves* 1 . 

15451 

15-16 

Insert after line 15 and before line 16: “that 
this Beans, when examined, is the belief". 

15456 

■ 

3 

Footnote 

Place footnote tark "1" after "that:" at ond of 
line. 

Place following footnote at botton of page: 

1. Brief of Fundasental (Jiestions of Law, 
by Dr. Wahl. p. 42. 

15437 

■ 

4 

Poo toot* 

Place footnote nark “1" after "wrote:". 

Place following footnote at botton of page: 

1. Prosecution Exhibit 1238. 

154S9 

5 

Place footnote tark "1" after "uses." 

■ 

8 

Place footnote nark "2" after "Poland. 1 

D 

16 

Place footnote nark "3“ after "Poland." 

■ 

Footnotes 

Place following footnotes at bottoo of page: 

1. Prosecution Exhibit 1967. 

2. Prosecution Exhibit 1134. 

3. Prosecution Exhibit 2120. 

15470 

7 

Place footnote nark “1" after "Vola." 

i 

9 

Place feotnete Bark "2“ after *1939". 

t 

17 

Delete cuotatlon nark before "the Poliak" 


moiLsz.) 








Transcript 

Pago Llne(s) P33P0SSD C0R33CTI0S 


15470 

• 

32 

Place footnote =j 

irk "3" after "plant?" 

a 

Jootnctes 

Place following fva at bottcc of i^age: 

1. Prosecution Exhibit 2003. 

2. Prosecution Exhibit 1141. 

3. Prosecution Exhibit 1141. 

15471 

4 

Place footnote cj 

irk * 1 " after "plants." 

a 

7 

Place quotation i 

aarksafter last word "concern. 

a 

footnote 

Place following footnote at botton of page: 

1. Prosecution Exhibit 1629, p.14. 

15472 

5 

Piade footnote cj 

irk * 1 " after "conference* ■ 

a 

7 

Place footnote cj 

irk " 2 " after "nance." 

a 

U 

Place footnote cj 

irk "3" after "leadership.■ 

a 

16 

Place footnote cj 

irk "4" after "way." 

a 

a> 

Place footnote ci 

irk "5" after "dictate." 

a 

a 

23 

Footnotes 

Place footnote nark "6" after "natter." 

Placo following footnotos at botton of page: 


1. Prosecution Exhibit 2195. 

2. Transcript pages 12816, 13043. 131S3. 

3. Prosocutlon Exhibit 2193. 

4. Prosecution Exhibit 2196. 

5. Prosecution Exhibit 2194. 

6. Prosocutlon Exhibit 2149. 

15473 3 Place footnote nark *1" after "case:" 

■ 13 Place footnote nark "2" after "act." 

" 22 Place footnote nark *3" after "plants," 

" 24 Place footnote nark "4" after "enterprises,■ 

" 26 Placo footnote nark "5" after "subaission," 

* 28 Place footnote nark "6" after "pollclec,". 

Placo following footnotes at botton of prge: 

mSC7 f-5*- ' 
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'Transcript Line(a) 
Page 

P3DP0S2D 0D2PXCTIOT 

■t 

& 


0 • 

1. United State* r, Oswald Pohl et cl., p.8103. 

8. Prosecution Inhibit 1835. and consent. 

Preliminary kdeorandua Brlof, Part II.Ko.18. 

5. Prosecution Exhibit 2119. 

4. ProsecutUR Exhibit 1072. 

Prosecution Exhibit 1241. 

6. Prosecuti§n Exhibit 1859. 1148, 

15474 

4 

Place footnote sark *1* aftor "stated:". 

n 

it 

26 

Tootnotes 

Place footnote nark "2" after "Boropo." 

Place following footnotes at botton of pages 

1. Prosecution Exhibit 1982. 

2. Prosecution Exhibit 2115. 

15475 

2 

Place footnote sark *1" after "full.* 

n 

8 

Place footnote nark ■2 1 after "ruthlesoly." 

* 

o 

16 

Place footnote stark "3" after "exclusivity." 

n 

23 

Place consa after "itself.". 

* 

26 

Place footnote eark "4" after "Gomans." 

it 

* 

» 

29 

Tootnotes 

Insert "tho" before "econenlc". 

Place following footnotes at bottom of pc^e: 

1. Prosecution Exhibit 1241, p. 5. 

2. Prosecution Exhibit 1175. 

3. Prosecution Exhibit 1186. 

4. Transcript pages 13046, 13047. 

16477 

6 

■pennacle." should bo "pinnacle." 

15478 

2 

Place footnote nark "1" after "labor:" 

19 

42 

?OOtnotOS 

■uded" should be "used" and place footnoto 
aark " 2 " after "replied!" 

Placo following footnotes at bottom of pace: 

1. Prosecution Exhibit 1964. 

2. Transcript page 8471. .• 

15479 

8 

Place footnoto eark "1" after "Vehraacht." 

« 

19 

Place footnote nark "2" after "follows:" 

» 

32 

Place footnote cark "3" after "foll6 wss" 
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J| Transcript 

Line(s) 

P33P0SED asHHSCTIOS 


1 Page 



- 




A * 

1 1547S 

Footnotes 

Place following footnotes at bottom of page: 




1. Prosecution Exhibit 473. 

2. Prosecution Exhibit 2199. 

3. Prosecution Eahiblt 477. 


1 15480 

2-7 

Lines 2 -7 should not be indented. Are not 

— - 



part of the quotation. Should have sono spacing 
as regular text of transcript. 


I 

18 

Insert *1. Farben Gas for Mass Extermination." 
after MR. KISSZO??:■ and begin new paragraph 
with following words: "In our brief, ..." 


1 

22 

•* '0 

Place footnote carle "1" after "doubt:" 


1 

Foothcte 

Place following footnote at bottom of page: 




1. Trial Brief. Part IT. pp. 76-91. 


1 

6-7 

Insert the following as heading after line 6 

• 

R 


and beflnro line 7: 




"2. Criminal Medical Exp or in onto with Farben 

Products." 


I 

16-16 

Insert the following as hoading after lino 16 
and before line 17: 




"3. 1.0. Auschwits". 


1 

24 

Place footnote mark "1" after "world:" 


* 

Footnote 

Place following footnote at bottom of pago: 




1. Prosecution Exhibit 1497. 


1 15482 

5 

Place footnote nark "1" after "Auschwits. " 


1 

15 

Change "aims." to "aims." and place footnoto 



• 

mark " 2 " after same word. 


1 

24 

Place footnote cark "3" aftor "working." 


1 

27 

Placo footnote cark "4" aftor "bonus." 


1 

30 

Place footnote cark "5" after "sunstroko. " 


I 

33 

riace footnote Bark "6" after "tino." 


1 

Footnotes 

Place following footnotes at bottom of page: 




1. Prosecution's Trial Brief. Part IT, pp.6-75. 

2. Prosecution's Trial Brief. Part IV. pp. 26-44. 




3. Transcript page 11416 

4. Prosecution's Trial Brief, Part IV, p.72. 




5. Prosecution's Trial Briof, Part IV.pp.28-52. 

6. Prosecution Exhibit 1993. 
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'Trexscript Liae(s) 
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15483 4 Place footnote aark *1* after "Blrkenau." and 

footnote aark " 2 " after "purpose. 8 

* B Placo footnote aark "3" after "Parben." 

7 Tlace footnote aark "4" after "tools." 

30 "reached* should be "reacted". 

Tcotnotes Placo following footnotoe at bottoa of pa^e: 

1. Prosecution’s Trial Brief, Part IV. 

V pp.45-52. 

2. Prosecution's Trial Brief, Part IV. 

pp. 76-91. 

3. Prosecution Exhibit 1617. 

4. Prosecution Exhibit 1464, 1829. 


15*109 

24 

Delete "hare* beforo "raised". ^ 

154C4 

38-39 

Place footnote nark *1" aftor "Rolchscoricht". 

o 

Bootnote 

Place following footnoto at botton of pAgo: 

1. Belchsgcrlcht In Crialnal Cason. Official 
Boport. Vol. 33. p. 261 at seq. (1900). 

15495 

» 

22 

footnotes 

Place footnote nark *1" after "theroln." and 
place footnote nark "2" after "Bavaria". 

Place following footnotes at bottoa of pago! 

1. Cited by Bavarian Supreae Court in 

CrloInal Cases, Official Bcport (Sonnlung 
von Xntscheldungcn des Bayorlschon Obcroton 
Laodgerlchtos in Strafsachon). Vol. 33, p.37 

2. Cited above, footnoto 1. 

15496 

1 

Deloto as repetition "In the world of ccnacrco, 

Ait It Is cot one of the purposes". 

n 

19 

•hand" should be "hang". 

15497 

’ 5 

Place footnote aark "1" aftor "world,". 

it 

10 

Place footnote aark "2" after "plant." 

t 

12 

Placo footnoto aark "3" after "Lovorkuson." 

IV 

20 

Place footnote aark "4" after "flra." 

\ 
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Transcript Lisa(s) 
?a«e 


15497 

■ 

29 

Too^notes 

Place footnote nark "5" after "plant." 

Placo following footnote® at bottoe. of nago: 

1. Transcript page 10008. 

2. Transcript page 10088. 

3. Transcript page 10087. 

4. Prosecution Exhibit 170. 

5. Prosecution Exhibit 2065. 

15498 

2 

Place footnote aark after "words." 

• 

4 

Place footnote nark "2" after "authorities." 

■ 

■ 

6 

Tootnotes 

• 

Add "be" aftor last word "would*. 

Plaoe following footnotes at bottoo of page: 

1. Prosecution Exhibit 1613. 

2. Prosecution Exhibit 546. 

15501 

7 

Insert "(Editor's note: Kuchne was^only a 
eeaber. See p. 15509. lines 3-9)." aftor 
"Chalrnan". 

15505 

3 

"Swannet" should bo "Yannot". 

15506 

1 

"Kuehno hard" should be "luohne hoard". 

15508 

3 

Second word "that* should bo "what". 


i wot r . a _) 





Transcript » * 

_ &*e_ _ _I4ng(£)_Pagpgsp_COHSBCTIOH 


15510 

■ 

15511 

■ 

15512 

15513 

■ 


15514 

15515 
1551? 

15519 
■ 

15520 
15524 
15530 


12 "sine against" should be "sin against"; 

19 Place quotation narks before the first word 
•Whoever". 

22 Place quotation cerka before the firat word "Ha". 

3 Pla.ce quotation caxka after last word "oxacplo." 

20 "Eight Aascnbly" ahouli be "Bighth AsseBbly". 

15-15 Insert tho following after lino 15 and before 
line 15: "tho past' in thia courtroon by tbeso 
iistlr.gui&ol Jurists, and,". 

6 ^lace quotation narks before tho firat word "How". 

13 Insert "of any hunen being was, andsust be treated 
as, an offonrfe" after "killing". 

19 Placo quotation narks aftor last word "non." 

15 Place (uotation narks before first word "The". 

15 "dlscaxedel" should bo "discarded". 

5 Placo period after "questions." 

2 "a way" should bo "a. war". 

12 Place quotation naxka before "window". 

17 Place luotatlon narks boforo "unobtrusively". 

17 Pirst word "Wero" should be "whore". , 

footnote Pootnote 1. "EB Brlof" should bo "PE Brief". 


15531 


4 Place footnote nark "1" after "canps." 

7 Placo footnoto nark "2" after "farbon," and placo 

footnote caxk "3" aftor "Anbroa." 

9 Placo footnoto naxk "4" after "Oendorf." 

11 Place footnoto naxk "5" after "profitable." 

13 Place footnoto aerie "6" after "that;" 

Place footnote calk "7" eftor "that:" 

msoyr-ss- 


19 
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Transcript 
- 

15531 24 Piece footnote nark "8" after "thati* 

Footnotes Piece following footnotes et bottoa of pegoi 

1. P3 213C 

2. Tr. o'. 8114 

3. Tr. p. 8139 and PS 1427 

4. .Tr. s. 8122 

5. PS 1431 
5. PS 1503 

7. F5 15C9 

8. PE 1511 


15532 

3 

Piece footnote uexk "1" eftor “wee:" 

N 

12 

Footnotes 

Piece footnote aark "2■ after "oxaaple:" 

Piece following footnotee et bottoa of pegoj 

1. PS 1526 

2. -PE 1845 

15533 

1 

"ruly" should bo "truly*. 

■ 

4 

Footnote 

Piece footnote nark "1" after ■write*':" 

Place following footnote at bottoa of page: 

1 . Iflft Kurcaborg Irlal«_ iec^£k_i a U K. 

Henry L. Stineon. in Foreign Affaire 
(Jamery 1947), p. 184. 

15534 

27 

Last word "wexaeary* ehoull bo "war woery". 

15537 

27 

Piece quotrtion carka eftor "thaaaelvoa." 

it 

32 

Ineert "do not" before aocond word "havo" end 
place conn* eftor "atatvaont, *• 

15330 

1 

Change flret word "already" to "ia". Doloto 
eOBi aftor ‘ "gonoraily" end change "that it needy" 
to "which". 

■ 

11 

"citee" should bo "clto". 

15639 

22-23 

foloto "to soot ite naln purpoea ves to enable 
tho air forco, Luftwaffe," ee ropotition. 

i 

23 

"ite roqulreoonts" ehoull be "tho roquirononte". 

15540 

1 

■quoted ie incorrect." ehoull reed "quoted— this 
ie incorrect." 

t 

2 

Ineert "final ploa of the" before lest word 
"Froeo(cution)". 

■ 

3 

Place consa efter "(proee)cution.■ end change 
"bringa" to "tharo ia". 

mi f -»-) 









Transcript 

_ PROPOSED COBffiCTIOK 

1554C 

29 

Charge seci-eolon to come efter "lies,". 

15541 

24 

Delete parenthesis after "irBodiately" end pleco 
cosss after lest word ■examination ■. \ 

■ 

28 

Delete "es" before "brought". 

15542 

27 

Charge "pan of the aray and Farben had existed,■ 
to read "plan had existed between’the army and 

Farben,■. 

15543 

3-4 

Charge "of the prosecution contends that" to road 
■of the final plea of the prosecution, tho prosocution 
contends that". 

15545 

23 

Delote "in" beforo "Poland,■• 

15546 

20 

Insert "not" eftor "night". 

15547 

1 

Delete coma aftor first word "(fur)l«hgha" and 
plRCO coma aftor "foreigners". 

■ 

18 

Place coma eftor "Dr. Pistor". 

15549 

10 

■in which" should bo "of". 

■ 

11 

"referred" should bo "roforrlng". Placo conma 
aftor "points". 

■ 

12 

■did that" should bo "acted so". 

■ 

20 

Dolote coma aftor "per cent". 

15550 

23 

"Jnbros." should bo "Jnbros naao’.* 

15551 

18 

Insort "seso" boforo "tiao". 

15552 

1 

"basis for this" should bo "basis for tho". 

■ 

2 

Deists coma aftor "(responsibility". 

■ 

17-18 

■prociouely" should bo "previously". 

15553 

13 

First word "so" should bo "do". 

15557 

14 

Delete last word "nado". 

15558 

13 

Insort "the" boforo "factual". 

15559 

24 

Dolote last word "tho". 

» 

26 

Delete "the" beforo "international". 

IWJ (-SI-) 
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transcript 
_ _?2£± _ Li& ei»l 

5561 8 
20 

24 

5562 1 
12 

25 

5563 6 
14 
25 

5554 2 

4 
20 

5566 13 

15558 17 

15570 8 

15572 6 

" 30 

■ 31 

15573 14 

■ 23 

15574 2 

15575 20 

15575 2-3 

15577 1 

15577 27 


First word "proceeding" should bo "preceding", 
"aurdored" should bo "mrierer". 

• * 

Second word “or" should bo ■of". 

relate "the" before “sovereignty". 

"rurdered" should bo "aurderer 1 . 

Insort “of" aftor “prohibition". 

"seso what 1“ should bo "saso as I“. 

Insort “on“ before first word "tho“. 

■snail* should bo "sneller". 

“misses* should bo "aiseod". y 

•did not yot“ should bo "has not yot". 

First word “bococcs" should bo "bocaao". 

"plo#dings“ should bo “pleading". 

Ineort “aoans." aftor “aias“. 

Deloto quotation narks after “doubt.! 

First word “7hore“ should bo "Thoir". 

“llghtllng" should bo “lightning - . 

“tgsenco" should bo "aboonce". 

"counter's" should bo "counter" and "goraan" 
should bo "Goraan". 

"hare ezistoi" should bs "had oxietoi". 


Oolots cores after "Haefllgir". 

Deloto coma aftor “=en“. 

Delete “la our cind,". Change period to cocoa 
aftor “succoss" and cosploto sontonco with 
"in our view.“ 

Insert "BY rr. SIB'ifcS:" bofore f'.rst lino. -s.v- 
Charge coma to sori-colon aftor "foundation"." 

“of raking" should bo “or raking 0 . 



15578 


5 




Transcript 

Pege 

Licet s) 

P3DP0SS D CORHECTIOH _ _ 

— — — 

15S80 

15 

■process" should be "processes". 

0 

18 

Last word "tendentions" thouli be "tendentious*. 

15581 

a 

Place co=a after first word "products". 

15532 

u 

■are weeing" should bo "have waged". 

15584 

19 

First word "tharo" *hould be "thoy". 

» 

24 

■other" should be "reseining". 

15585 

9 

Place corre after "recognised". 

n 

14 

■•hole* should be “whole". 

« 

15 

■faeutla" should be "factual"* 

n 

19 

Icaort "hie" boforo "peraonal". 

v 

22-23 

Change "sore of tho logal sni therefore, too 
the aoral priaate of lew of the own state" to road 
■tore with regard to the logal, and thorofore also 
the aoral. priaato Of law of tho Individual otato". 

15585 

20 

Delete "a" beforo "contrary". 

0 

21 

First word "publish" should be "punish". 

0 

27 

Change "who porforco hrd to play" to "who dll not 
perforce havo to play". 

15587 

21 

"Is legal" should be "in legal". 

0 

27 

"escapable" ehould bo "inascapeblo*. 

15588 

13 

Insert "the" boforo "Flick". 

15589 

11 

Place cosra eftor "rofor". 

0 

18 

■tho connection" should bo "thie connection". 

0 

21 

Add "can" after last word "boliovo". 

0 

24 

"and sggressiTo" should bo "any aggrosoiro". 

15591 

3 

Place cosce after "tostifiei,". 

0 

10 

"(Eotnbueckogesoti)" should bo "(Hointuodacgosotz) 

15595 

30 

■has been" should bo "bad been". 
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15556 

21 

■show" should be "shows".- 

15557 

21 

"trail" should be "trial*.- 

B 

24 

Place ccrea after ■criacs" eni change next word 
■being* to "which is".- 

15555 

14 

"thereafter" should be "hereafter*.- 

155C1 

7 

"Goraaajr" should be "Gerran*. 


12 

■feature" should be "future". 


15 

■though" should be "thought". 


21 

■aro being" should bo "woro being*. 

5602 

10 

■confide in thos working* should be "trust thoso 
working". 


12 

■that it is" Bhou„i bo *that it was".^ 


19 

■I cane" shoull bo "1 had to go". 


25 

"had arte hia" should bo "had ne.de so see". 

5505 

12 

■sense is" should bo "sense in". 


18 . 

Insert "the" boforo "technical". 

5S06 

9 

Dolcto cosca after "doar". 


12 

■froa ay ay" should bo "froa no ay". 

15607 

21 

Delota "own" boforo "assays". 

s 

31 

Insert "of" boforo last word "all". 

15608 

7 

Insort "tho" before "Trench". 

15609 

13 

Insort "and* beforo "Mr. Chirchill'a". 

15610 

11 

"Frag we," should bo "Prague,*. 

s 

12 

Insort "being" boforo "edited". 

15611 

15 

Insert "one" aftor first word "Only". 

15312 

25 

Insort "that they" before "should also". 

15313 

10 

■produce" should bo "product". 


■profession aro," should be "profession is,". 

i*c &7 r-54-) - 
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Transcript 
_ _ 

15S13 


15614 

15615 

15616 

15617 


15S18 


15619 
> 

15620 

S 

15521 

■ 

■ 

■ 

15622 

■ 

a 


_Line(e)_ra0»SZD_COBfiSgJl0S_ 


22 Lest word "there." should be "others." 

23 "pround" should bo "proud". 

29 Delete cosca after "counsel" end change last word 

"thores" to "thoso 1 . 


4 "hold" should bo "bolls". 

22 Delete "of" beforo "tho deeper.". 

19 "1936" should be "1938". 

10 Insert "to" beforo "work". 

22 Chango line 22 to road "iecolYci people and shielded 

froa then his ales." 

30 Place quotation narks after first wo*d "avail." 

1 Deloto "this way". 

3 "which" should bo "who". 


12 "pictures" shcull to "pictured". 

14,17 "Braeurgeshoin" should bo "Proungosholo". 

9 Placo cosca aftor "woil-known". 

10 Place quotation narks after "dofoatisa?" 

12 Place cosea aftor first word "stood". 

25 Dsloto "in" aftor "ontirely" and insert "not" 

after "docisicn". 

4 Chango poriod to coeca after "affidavit," and 

continue sontenco with "this throws”. 

15 Dolote "to" boforo "concur". 

18 "not as a" should bo "nor so a". 

25 "any can" should bo "any sen". 

2? "Cuo Bono?" should bo "Out Bono?" 

25 Insort "when" boforo "Ivy Loo,". 

28 Insert "it" boforo "started". 

"eonjui or" should bo "con^uoror". 

W07 f-65-) 
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_Line( s ). 

PROPOSED C0PP.2CTI0H . 

15523 

12 

"conquired:" should he "conquered:" 

15527 

26.27 

"euccuaher" a&suli ho "succunbed". 

15628 

27 

•tho Amy" should ho "Defense". 

15529 

• 

ie 

Change "in inprovenont" to "an inprovenont". 

15330 

22 

"qords" should bo "words". 

15632 

24 

Insert "that" aftor "know" anA change "boing that 
of" to "es". 

n 

25 

Delete conra after B ¥orks". 

» 

29 

■to caSce" should ho "to eraso". 

■ 

30 

First word "linos" should he "line". Daleto 
■scientific" and add "the" after lrtt word "and". 

15633 

2 

Insert "in" after "clarify". 

tf 

3 

"Concentration Cierp* should road "Tho concentration 
Cscp". 

i 

4 

Insert "different" hoforo "sphoras," 

\5533 

14 

•lino" should ho "lino". Change period to Samoa 
aftor "sphoros" e.t end of lino and contlnuo oontonco 
with "of course" in lino 15. 

C- 

if 

22 

"haro no idea," should he "had no Idea,". 

n 

23 

Insort "thoy contributed" after second word "faith". 

15534 

17 

Doloto cosoa. aftor first word "done" and also 
quotation narks hoforo next word "on". Plano 
quotation narks aftor "part,*. 

15635 

3-3 

Ch*i«o lines 2 and 3 to read "Obviously I, as tho 
nan supervising, Just ascritical visitors, did not 
know all that wan happening olther, hecauso nobody 
told no." 

» 

5 

"engineer," should he "engineers," 

» 

23 

Insert "what" after "hut". 

it 

29 

■persecutor." should ho "porsocutoe.". 


Delete "I.G." aftor "any" and ail "of I.G. "aftor 
■nenbcr" at -wid of lino. 

IW>7 f-«s-) 
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15535 

1C 

■ 

14 

15S37 

6 

■ 

% 

28 

B 

31 

15538 

6 


VI 4 

_ : _POPOSSDJBBBiCTIOH 

/ 

LftBt wor*. *becau»o* eboul* be *b6c*=e B . 
i’-i "we" after IfBt word "and", 
■radicaliiation" eho-ld ba ■radlcalian". 
Delete 'ini' before *1 gave". 

■for thanking* efcould be "of thanking*. 
Delote "for hin* after second word "then". 


ffuornborg, §6_Ju/i£ 19£8. 

Dato 


»y_ 

D.A. SFSZCHER^ 

For TELFORD TAYLOR, 

Brigadier Ooneral, 
USA. Chief of Couneol 


____ 

Dr. BUZOLI D1X 

For ZXFZKSE COUNSEL, Caeo VI. 
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1 Jtaa: U&JS-SS-l-l-Steircrt (Katz) 
Court 6, Case 6 


Official Transcript of the American .'Alitary. 
Tribunal No. 71 in tho Hatt-r of tho United 
States of America against Carl Krauch, ot al, 
Dufondants, sitting in ivirriborg, Gonaany on 
1 June 191:3, Justice Shako Presiding. 


THi ATS HAL: P-rsons in thd ^ourtroc© will please find their coats 


Tho Honorable,-the Judges of ilita-v Tribunal VI 


God s.avfc the United Statos 


of AEorica and this Honorable Tr bunal. 


THE PRESIDENT: You nay report. Hr. Uarshcl. 

THE iARSHAL: Hay it pleaso lour Honors, ell dofondents r.ro 


praaont in tho court. 

THE HLSrDE-VTi Guntlcaon, the Tribunal has previously announced 
that wo nro holding today's session for tho solo purpose of closing 
the ovidonco in this case, on a maber of outstanding matters which 
wo havo tried to leuep in aind, to' ore i to a conclusion todry, I hope 
that .« h vo no ov*.r-lo.kod anything of any substantial int-rost or 


value 


Tho first natt-r that we h vc boforo us is that of th<- proc-udings 


boforo tho Cesnnissionors, Kr. ?!ulroy and Judge Crawford. Tho Tribunal 


has, dated as of today, a 5th and final report frea )T. Mulroy, in which 
ho recites tho nasK.8 of twolvj witnesses who w-re exaninud boforo hia, 


giving th- dates of tho examinations, tho nemos of the wjt.iwssos, and 
tno pegos of the olficial transcript in ifcich the tostinony of tho o 
witn.3sos is rocordod. Kis report further li3ts six exhibits that w*.ro 


introduced in evidence in tho course of those examinations 


archives, this 


Kvlroy, and tho procoodings as 


in the official/transcript of the Tribunal arc now 
ly made a -part)of |tha record in this case, and Kr. 


further responsibilities as a 

3 t, - i r#. rP lmA. My* U.fcM\ 
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• I 


Wo also havo, as of today, a report free Jadgo Crawford. lik-wiso 
giving the nanc-s of 34 £o!cnso witnossoa and one Prosecution witness, 
that was oxaair_d before hia, th. dat^s of th^o uxani nations, and the 
pages of the official transcript in which the testimony of those witnesses 
has boon ontorod on tho proco-dings of tho Tribunal, 

His report further discloses th'.t 37 dibits were introduced in 
evidence in the course of those examinations. Tho Tribunal now recog¬ 
nises, as a part of tho official proceedings of this Tribunal, tho ovi- 
donco end tho ohibits th'.t woro offered before Judgo C-wPord in tho 
course of those examinations, 

\7o now hand to the Secretary General for doposit in tho archives 
the certificate of Jud\*. Oawfo.d, end his responsibility a a a Oocnis- 
siorwr of this Tribunal is now r .cognised os having been fully discharged 
by tho Tribunal, 

Hay I say that I rocoived in tlw nail a day or so ago what pur¬ 
ports to bo an affidavit of Dr, Pistor, accompanied by a short lottor, 

Tho affidavit is in °oraan. I ajntion the natter bocause it is possible 
that this aay be an onitted affidavit which acno of counsol for tho 
Dofcnso nay havo bed narked as an Exhibit in anticipation of its rucoipt. 
Othorwiso, I do not know how t is document ca-o into my bonds. It cawo 

by registered nail, and boforo wo finally rooess for tho day, I should 

• 

bo glad to b<* advised if this is tho property of any of counsol for 
tho Dofcnso. Otharwi^o I shall j st file it in our corr^spondonco. 

D?.. SCHIEKHT (Coun^ol for tho dofondant Bu«rgin)j Jir, ft*osidont, 
Pistor executed two affidavits for bo. This affidavit before you 
now was submitted to the Tribunal by Jr. Pistor w thout any of my 
instigation or suggestion. It is not in ry docunent book3, 

THE fBESXEENTt Thank you, counsel. 

Is Dr, ftribilla hero this noming? 

DR. SIS3J5IAETTER (Counsel for tho Dofenaant Lautenschlcogcr): 
hr. President, Dr. Pribilla h--s asked me to present his excusos. Ho has 
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been In the hospital in Forth for the past week. Ho would haVe liked 
to appjar this iternieg to attond tiis inportmt session hl-sulf. 

THE HliSIDShTs May I inquire of you, counsclj as his represen¬ 
tative boro today, about the affidavits of Dr. iiebcr that wore to have 
been taken in Switzerland sinco wo wore 1 at in session? Are thurc 
any of those affidavits to be offered in eviderco as ooitted natters? 

DR. BXSENBIASITERi No new oafcibits aro to bo subavtted, Mr. 
Prusidont. ho concluded our pr-sentation of -vidonco when no presontod 
tho 'rfobor affidavit. 

THE fSESIDE.VT t Very well thon. That Better is closod, and tho 
Tribunal will dischargo Judge Crawford, who was officially designated 
to supervise tho oxa-sination of tho witness, fron any further res¬ 
ponsibility in thd natter. 

DR. EISEJSLtETTZRi Tho af.iant was available, Hr, President, 
and tho Prosocution did not avail thcasolVdS of tho possibility of 
cross-oxanining this affiant. 

THE FRESIDEVTi Vs understand tho situation in that regard. There 
w.* another showing nado in lieu of that. &o wore only concornud in 
affording you, counsol, an opportunity to bring forth tho affidavits 
th_t you cay h vt obtainod, if you d-sired to do so. <«o ore not con¬ 
cerned with it furthwr, cno tho rsattor is now closod. 

May I inquire, Kr. Prosecution, fron you as to wh.tfwr or not 
the — Pardon oz; did you havo scathing to soy. Dr. Dix? 

DR. RUDQ1F Dili I want to say scathing about tho point raised 
in connection with Dr. Pribilla. lour “onors havo Just hoard that 
our colleague, Pribilla, is unfortun tcly confined in the hospital. 

Tho Tribunal will receive a schedule free us tonorrow about tho se¬ 
quence in which wa are going to hold our final pleas. In this schedule 
we havo listed tho final pl„a of our colleague Pribilla in tho nornal 
sequence, which would necessitate his appearance this week. If Dr, 
Pribilla, by raason of his ph sical condition, should not be able to 
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hold his final ploa this week, wj should liku to requost tfjat tho 
subso-qucnt final pluas bo novod up and that ho bo allowed to givo 
his f. nal ploa rvixt nook, when wo hopo that ho will bo recovered, 

THE rRESIDSOT s Very well. 

DR. DEtx But sinco wo did not know y^t what would bo his physical 
condition, wo’ did not want to aako tho change at this tine. 

I havo a few ainor procedural questions, but I shall 1 ait until 
you indicate tho tine to bo propor. 

THE TOSIpIJffi Hay I say. Dr. Dix, that it is entirely agroo- 
abla with the Tribunal to rearrange your schedule of tho presentation 
cf tho final erguaonts of counsol for the defendants in ordor to toko 

coro of tho situation of Dr. Pribilla, if his health .aakoS it i-.possiblo 

% 

for hin to bo hero at tho tijai originally scheduled. 

Mow, Hr. Prosecutor, wo recall that int.rrogatori_s woro submitted 
by counsol for tho Dofonso in connection with ono of your witnossos 
who was in roland, whose naae 1 do not at thu aooont roccll. At tho 
tLno that reference was aado, tho Tribunal ordered that if thoso 
intorrogatorius wire not answered by tho closing date, wo would en¬ 
tertain a notion to strlk- tho orfiibit upon which thoy wore prodiented. 
May I inquire now what infor ation you havo, if any, with roferonco 
to thoso interrogatories? 

IIP.. HINSXCFFt The Prosooution has no n-w infometion concerning 
tho interrogatories. 

THE rR^SmSVTj .far as you aro advised, the answers have not 
cooo through? 

HR. ;3NSK0FF: That«s right. 

THE HtSSIDSHTt will ontortain a notion at this tj_*.c — if 
soueono will identify th- exhibit, to which the so interrogatories applied 
— we will ontortain a notion to 3trika that exhibit from thu evidonco 
in t.»is ease. 

DR. -EIDL: (Counsel for tho defendant Duerrfeld)i Hr. President, 
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it is an affidavit of a certain Guenther Lotzaann, which tho Prosecution 
presentod in Book 7lu Tho dociocnt is HI 10166, and tho JVosccution 
presented it as their Exhibit ?k>. 1U50*. 

THE rRESIDSOT: Very woll*. Tho Tribunal now rules that FToso- 
cution Exhibit 1U50, being its' Doc ire nt HI 10166 , found in tho FToso- 
cution's Document Book 7h , is now stricken from tho ovidonco in this 

coso, and will not be considered by the Tribunal.. 

% • • 

Has any further progress boon raado by counsol for tho Prosocution 
end the Defense with r-spect to tho rotUr of corrections,on tho record? 

DR, RUDOLF DIXs (For th- Defonso)* Hr. President, tho Tribunal 
has rulud that the closing briefs of both Prosocution and Defense bo 
subaitted tomorrow, tho 2nd of Juno. 

The Dofenso considers it very iaportant that this si’bnission bo 
done ainultanoously. It nust be assured that if they, the Defonso, 
subait thoir dosing briefs, taaorrow, tho Prosocution as woll will sub- 
ait thoir closing briof. According to inforaation which I rocoivud 
during ny absonco about conferences which took place in chadors, wo 
aro not quite sure whether tho Prosecution is jblo to prouiso that 
thuy will subait thoir closing bri-f tomorrow. Tho Defonso is not 
propared to sub;ait thoir closing briofs boforo tho Prosecution; on 
tho b~sis of rulings previously aado, we consider that we nro in our 
right. 

The reasons W.jy we want to insist on this right aro ccnpulsory 
reasons, and I should therefore be grateful if tho Prosecution could 
today conoit theosolv-s s to wh-th-r they will definitely bo able 
to subait thoir closing briofs tono tow. If they cannot do that, then 
I do not want to tax the patianco of thu court in discussing thu pos¬ 
sible cons-quonccs; I should iike to be pemittod to give you this ex¬ 
planation in charo^rs. But before I ask that such a conference in 
chanfcors be hold, I think it would be bust for tho Prosecution to make 


a stato.-ent 
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*B, DUBOIS i The briofs to bo subnit tod by the i¥os»cution "ill 
bo in the hands of the Tribunal and deposit-d with the Secretary 
Goncral soceti » tccorro". 

DR. DD[j Thank you v„ry euch« That has cleared up that matter 
for tho itafonso# 
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(Dr. Rudolph Dix): 

f haw a secor.d request, which we could really discuss in 
chambers, but it is very urgent; for unless the Tribunal rules 
very aoexi about it, it cannot be carried out, for technical reasons. 
Your Honors, we are of the opinion that our stalled assistants, 
who are really our colleagues and our associates, who hold equal 
rank with us, and who can properly claim to be coordinated with 
us as Defense Counsel, should be pereitted to attend the-feadins 
of the final pleas, not in the gallery, dependent upon the avail- 
abiiity of tickets, but cn tho floor of the ceurtroca. I beliovo 
that this is technically possible if thoro is the will. 

tfe furthermore request that tho secretaries who havo workod 
faithfully with us, bo permitted to bo prosent during tho ploas. 
Unfortunately there are not cany seats assignod to us in tho 
spectator's gallery; and tho significance of this trial, of course, 
occasions many Germans who are intorostod in this trial to want to 
hear tho final picas. Thorofore, we want to request your Honors 
to rule that tho secretaries be admitted,.perhaps upstairs in tho 
gallery, or whcrcovor you see fit. I do not beliovo that any socurity 
roaaons prevent caaplianco with this request. 

I ask your Honors* pardon if I have burdoned tho record with' 
this request, but unless this natter is settled now, it cannot be 
carried out by toaorrow, for technical reasons. 

In sincaricing, I say that it is our urgent request to lave 
the assistants present in the spectators * gallery, either upstairs 
or downstairs. 

THE PrtrSIDSwT: Dr.‘Dix, ’the Tribunal has never concerned it¬ 
self with the matter of tho alloteont of space in tho galleries. 

That is handled, ordinarily, by the adlinistrative staff. I am not 
advised as to what allotment of space have been made or for what 
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purposes they have been cado. I don't think the raeabers of the Tri¬ 
bunal, any of then, know anything about that. 

With respect to access on the floor of the courtroas, far 
your assistants, tho only probla: that concerns us is one of 
capacity and facilities. I think perhaps that th_t is a natter 
that at the first recess wo had hotter discuss rith you and tho 
other mushers of counsel who are interested in it, and with the 
Marshal and acfainistrativo staff, and see whit we can work out along 
that lino. 

Tho Tribunal recognizes tho interests of your assistants and 
your secretaries in this case, but wo aro hardly in a position to 
spoak about it until wo obtain a little more information, and wo 
shall discuss that aattor with you informally, if that is agrooablo 
to you# 

Dfl. DIX: May I ask you wbothor this will bo in tho first 
rocess this corning, or whon did you dosire to t alk about it? 

THE PrtEblDEf.T: If j know Just how soon wo would have a rocess, 

/ 

I could answer you, but I think wo can discuss it at our first rocoss, 
if you will case in. 

DH. DU: u r# President, I said that I askod your pardon for 
burdoning tho record with this request, but you are our last re¬ 
course. If you do not help us, then wo believe wo will have serious 
difficulties. Therefore we permit tod ourselves to ask for your assist¬ 
ance in this natter. 

. THE PftESIDEKT: i t i a entirely agreeablo, and if you will cane 

in at the first recess wo have, wo will discuss it with you# 

• 

Now I nontioned a cement ago — and I think Dr. Dix perhaps 
si sunders toed ce — the natter of the corrections of the official 
record. Heretofore, you gent lea cn have boon able to stipulate fran 
tine to tine appropriate corrections of the transcript. Have you 
anything to report along that line at this tine, Ur. Sprecher? 
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kfl. SPHECHEBi lea, Mr. President, I think Dr. Dix and I havo 
signed together two joint notions since we last officially centionod 
tha natter on tho record. The first... 

THE PRESIDENT; May I say non, in the interests of clarity, 
if you refer to those, will you give us the date of your stipula¬ 
tion and tho pages of tho transcript that aro txabracod in each 
stipulation, along with whatever othor renarks you wish to nako, 

Ur. Sprccher, and then no will bo in a position to disposo^of it at 
this tlao. 

kR. SPRECHER; Thank you. Tho socond Joint notion of tho Pro¬ 
secution and the Defense to correct tho official English transcript 
is dated tho 10th of Way 19U8. It runs through pago 8696 of tho trans¬ 
cript. Copies have already been filed with your Honors and with tho 
Socrotary General. I can identify it no furthor. 

THE PRESIDENT: That is sufficient. Do you havo another sinco 

that? 

•&R. SPRECHrB: Tos, and tho third Joint notion of the Prosocution 
and Defense, in tho sano cawoction, is dated tho 27th of May. It 
runs through page lOfcQli of tho Bigllah transcript. Cqpios havo like¬ 
wise boon served upon your Honors and tho Secretary General. 

THE PKcSiDBiT: Tho Tribunal now approves tho stipulations entered 
into by counsel for the Prosecution and tho Defense as followst Tho 
stipulation of 10 May, covering the paging of the transcript to 8696 ; 
and the stipulation of 27 May, covering the transcript to page lOliOlj; 
and orders that these corrections be officially nado upon the record 
of the proceedings. 

May I say, of course, Mr. Prosecutor, we realize that you per- 

• • 

haps nay have subsequent stipulations to suhait. If you will prepare 
those stipulations as you reach the natters, and present then to the 
Tribunal, wo shall in the future take care of tho approval of the stipula¬ 
tions and the ordering of the correcticns by a written order deposited 
in the office of the Secretary General, which will not nuke it necessary 
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to interrupt the course of the RrgaMnts or any of tha subsequent 
proceedings for the purpose of naking such corrections. 

MA. SPhrCriaRj u r . President, I just wanted to say that if 
any of the Defense Counsel have corrections which run back into 
s cmc of the pages already covered, we, of course, are glad to talk 
to thos about that also. Because of the tremendous amount of typing 
that is going on now, the fourth joint motion is being hold up, but 
the record is already corrected, generally speaking, up to about 
13,000, and the actual corrections should be finished by'tte tij.'0 tho 
closing statements ore completed, insofar as tho transcript up to tho 
boginning of the-closing statements is concerned. However, tho typing 
will bo another matter, and will tako us a little while -after that. 

Tr£ PrtiSXDaNT! The Tribunal recognizos Dr. Kolto. 

LR. HdiTt (Counsol for tho Dofondar.t Dr. Hoorloin): Tour Honors, 
in regard to the l.st quostion just touched upon by l£r. Spree ter, 

I have to stato on bo ha If of Hoorloin and on behalf of tho otter cases 
connected with tho nodical oxporiconts, that in one inportant point 
no stipulation could bo achiorod botweon Prosocution and Dofonso. 
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L'any of the documents dealing with nodical axporisents or tosts,. as 
you know, contain the Geman word "Versuch." In the presentation of 
the evidence, it has beccne clear that this word can haw several 
noanings in the Goman language, and, that these various noonings arc 
expressed by different words in tho English language. The Tribunal*. 
tho Prosecutioh, and tho Dofonse all know,, on tho basis of tho evidonce, 
rrhon tho word "Versuch" is to bo translated by "tost" and whan it is 
to bo translated by "cxpciiscnt." Sow is tho translator of tho docunont 
books to know which word ho is to uso? I know in this DScinunt Bool: 

VI, for ins tunc o, th) word "cxporlnont" is constantly used, which in 
tha opinion of tho nodical exports should have been translated as "tost." 

Your Honors, I went to belie \j it was a coincidence. Unfortunately, 
no agreement could bo reached with tha prosecution on this point, and 
tha prosocution suggested that wherever the rord "Versuch" appoara, th. 
&:glish translation should read "experiment or test." Your Hono^ 
you will understand that that would croato the wrong inprosaion in tho 
EngUsh documents, because tho o.Td "Versuch" can haw only eitlvjr one 
or the other noaning in ouch case. It is not a quostion only of 
translation, but a rpostion of evaluation, and therefore I ask you to 
rulo that tho translation of the word »V 0 rsuch" in tho documents with • 
which wo aro hero concerned for the official EngUsh record should 

f * • \ 

proporly bo translated as "test",. 

Tho question is of great significance becauso tho En.gUsh-apoaking 
pubUc who road thoso documents ill utiUzo thus for propaganda pur¬ 
poses. The difference between tost and ■xperl-.-.nt is equivalent in 
the eyes of tho pubUc to admissible and illegal experiments or tosts, 
and if tho doc in ants which aro submitted to you and which you use to 

9 ». ^ _ . w f 

cake your findings constantly contain only the word "experiment," then 

you, Uke th* general pubUc, might reach erroneous conclusions. For 

✓ 

this reason I ask that you coaply with r.y request and rule thmt in all 
cases of docments translated free the Goman, wherever the word "Versuch" 
appears in the Goman, tho word "tost" be used in the English. 
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UR. SPR2CHZ3: Ur. President, firstly, we feel that-Dr. Kelto 

• • 

has boon apprised of this problem for a affiduntly Ions time so that 
there is really no excuse for his not filing a proper written notion 
according to the rules*- 

Secondly, Dr. Koitc objected to thj prosecution's offer of 
Prosecution Exhibit 2223, which is the Far ben dictionary, compiled by 
Farbon, which hows that "Vorsuch" is translated according to three 
words, the first of which is "experiment 0 , the second of which is "tost", 
and the third of which is "trial*. Now, beyond that,soao x of Dr. Nolte's 
own witnesses havu indicated that the context of certain vork dono in 
either oxporlnonting or testing or in trial will affect what noaning 
actually should be attached to tha word "Vorsuch", and nothing should 
be clearer, it Booms to us, boforo this Tribunal at this timo than the 
fact that such a general notion as this could servo no purpose oxcept 
to cover up the truth. 

THE PR3SID3.T: Veil, gentlaaon, no are null awaro of tho difforonco 
in views that havo fr« tino to tino been axpressod with respect to 
tho proper and appropriate translation of this German word. ,r « under¬ 
stand very clearly tho views that you gontlcncn ontertain on that sub¬ 
ject. !7 0 also know that it is impossible for you to reconcile your 
differences^rth a binding stipulation that ro could accept as solving 
tho problem. 

It will bo the responsibility of the Tribunal, in the consider¬ 
ation of the evidence of this caso, to take into account the contro- 
versy that exists between you gentlemen with respect to tho proper 
translation of this rord. In doing that, we shall bear in mind tlxs 
evidence that we have hoard relating to that subject and shall foal free 
to avail ourselves of any general information in tho way of diction¬ 
aries or translations. I may say to you that it will bo tho responsib¬ 
ility of tho Tribunal to resolve this controversy as we would any ether 
controversy of fact with respoct^to which you gentlemen have not boon 
able to reach an agreement. 
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It would servo no good purpose for prolonging this discussion 

• • 

or the consideration of this problem. It's been fully covered, and 
wo understand very clearly your respective views, and they will bo 

« * * > — . . . 4 

taken into consideration if, as, and when re are called upon to deter— 
nir» the proper interpretation or translation of the nerd. 

ER. NELXE: Ur. Presidont, I have one saall matter. - As defense 
counsel of Professor Hoerlein, I have seen the medical charts which 
were an appendix to the interrogation of Dr. Tondos, Exhibit Hoorloin 
UO. The Prosecution and the Defonsc have sutnittod a stipulation 
to theTribunal which represents tho contents of thiso medical charts. 
You have approved this stipulation, and I shall now subnit that stip¬ 
ulation instead of tha nodical charts to Your Honors as Exhibit Hoor¬ 
loin No. 11*3. 

THE PRESIDE???: ~o do rocall tho stipulation that you havo men¬ 
tioned, and I think we rfoto a specific order on that subjoct and de¬ 
posited it in tho offico of tho Socrotary-Goneral. If you will bo good 
onough to supply tho Secretary-Gonoral'a office with tho original of 
tho stipulation, it will canply with that ordor. 

ER. NEIXE: Ur. President, tho original is in tho hands of tho * 
Tribunal. 1 sutnittod it togoth-r tdth ay notion. 

THE PRESIDE??: I think I do recall that, and I think it has 
alroady been forwarded to archives for the record, but \:o trill verify 
that and make suru that tho original of your stipulation is substituted 
in lieu of ho exhibit as it was originally offered. 

UR. SPRECHER: Hr. Prosicont, I am not quite sure. Is thuro any 
need of that stipulation being an exhibit. In view of tho fact that an 
order has boon placed upon it as a pert of a notion? • 

TEE PRESIDE??!: I think .wo night relieve tho adnini strati vo 3taff 
of the responsibility of processing it, because re did write tha spec¬ 
ific order, and we all havo ccpies of the orders in our files, and it is 
part of the record, so there will be no confusion about it, whatber it 
is distributed to the Tribunal or not.- . . 
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DR. NATH: (for Xuehno): Ur. President, in Xuehno Docuaont Book 
No* I, we subaitted Xuehno Exhibit No* 2, which contains two letters 
and which was accepted only for identification when presented. Tho 
author of this doc leant had not certified tlt-se letters. That author 
was Ur. Ioe, an American. Tho Tribunal peraittod no to hand in tho 
certificate subsequently and yesterday I rocoivod the sworn Affidavit 
of this nan freo America, and I ask that I now bo permitted to hand 
this docuaont to tho Secrutary-Ganoral, and I novo that at this tino 
Echibit Kuohno No. 2 be adiittod into ovidonce, not only'for identifi¬ 
cation. 

THE PRESIDENT: Is thoro any objoction to tho notion by tho 
Prosecution? 

UR. SPSECES: Of courso, I don't challon^o the fact that Dr. Nath 

has this affidavit. I dn't recall tho substanco, but I am sure fr<n 

our provious argu-rents, lour Honors will knowrhat are our views with 

raspoct to its weight. Apart fraa that, ru have no objection* 

• / 

THE FRESIDSNT: Very -oil, thjn the Xuehno Docuaont No. 2 r.ark-d 
Exhibit No. 2 is non rocaivod in ovidonco, and counsol for tho dofondant 
is directed to furnish tho Socrotary-Ocneral with tho proper authen¬ 
ticated docuaont. 
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ZR. EISDftBi (for Iautenschlaeger): lir. President, I regret that I 

have to speak once noro about the notion of the Defense of 18 Hay, in tiiich 

* * 

re moved that Prosecution's Exhibit 2260, HI-9824, not be accepted. It 
.this notion was not granted, we asked permission that an affidavit of Pro¬ 
fessor Die ling be handed in at a later tine for Lautcnschlaegcr. Nor; that 
affidavit was already Attached to tho notion. In the meantime, the Tribu¬ 
nal has not granted the notion; in other tords, achibit 2260 has boen ro- 

* - # • • 

ceived in evidence. Therefore I ask that you know rule about our second 
notion and permit no now to offer into evidenco the affidavit of Professor 
Bieling and hand to th$ Secretary-General, 

Hay I give you tho reasons once more? 

Exhibit 2260 was put to the witness. Professor Bieling, duriA", his 

# 

first examination in January 1947, but tho Dcfenso has not gono into this 
document up to this tino bocauso tho Prosecution did not offor it into 
ovidonco; sinco tho document has now boon offered into ovidonco in robut- 
tal, I think it would bo fairo to permit us to hand in an affidavit by 
tho affiant which is an explanation about tho document, a copy of his own 
lottor. 

THE FHESIDEHT: Tfhat soys tho Prosocution? * 

MR. 13NSK0FF: If it ploaso tho Tribunal, it is difficult to understand 
vhy tho Dofcnsc would withhold an explanation of an oxtromoly vital point 
in the case until the Prosocution brings an axhibit before tho Tribunal. 

• e 

uhat is involved hero is a letter, a contemporaneous document, which is 
offored instoad of the cross examination of ’fober. No»7,this lottor is ad- 
drossod to “fobor. ‘Jobor, in his affidavit, which is now in evidence for 
tho Defense, has stated he did not know anything aboufcjlitificiel infec¬ 
tion. This lottor clearly indicates that he did know about artificial in¬ 
fection. At this lato stago in tho gsao, to havo the Defense bring another 
affidavit in of tho author of the letter and to try to explain what it 
plainly says is difficult to understand from tho point <f tho Prosecution. 
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DR. HXSBKAHH: Ur. President, fay I sako cn additional statcnxjnt? In 
his reply. Dr. Prib illa informed the Tribunal that he was not told what 

documents wore concerned if tho Vfcber crox ex a mi n ation rr-s waived; in othor 

• 

wjrds, he did not !cnow nhat was contained in this docunont 2260,/nor do I. 

Tho second point scc«is to bo that froa this documcnr it actually cannot 

* ' / 

be seen that Dr, ’Tober know anything about artificial infoction, v -"auso 
thoro is nothing contained in tho lottor about it in ray opinion. Tho third 
aspect is this: tho author of tho lottor. Professor Bicling, himself would 
bo tho person boat cblo to explain tho contents, cortainly bettor thrn Dr. 
VTobor if shown this lottor in cross examination. 

THE PRESIDENT: May I ask you, counsol, do you have cn Er^lish copy 
of that proposed exhibit of yours in hand now? 

DR. EISEMUKH: I have it in tho original, Ur. president, but no trans¬ 
lation, It is a short affidavit of tiw> pogos. It has four paragraphs. 

UR. UINSKOFP: »:ey,I Just suggost this: both tho author of this lottor 
and tho porson who roccivod it havo given affidavits for tho Efefonac. Noi- 
thor ono has chosen to explain what tho lottor acant until now that it hna 
been offorod in ovidonco. If it had been offorod beforo during cross ex min 

ction of Tober, ell tho defonso attorney could havo do no at that tix» is 

• • 

objoct to its competency, relevancy, and materiality; end thoro is no op¬ 
portunity, if it erno trhough no normal course, to now bring rn effidavit 
explaining whet the letter means, particularly if it docsnft moan anything 
ho as now says it docs. 

THE PRES ID an: Counsol for the kfense, do you have an Polish trana- 
* . 

lotion in your office, or can you readily got hold of an English copy of 
this affidavit? 

Dr. EISEJai’.HN: lir. President, I bcliovc that an English t rcnslation _ 

* 0 

is beforo Your Honors, Iccause I appended tho affidavit to qy notion, and I 
assure that tho affidavit was translated at the tire. 

TEE PRESIDENT: You aro ontiroly correct about that, but when we rulod 
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on the notion with rospoct to Exhibit 2260 we treatod.thc natter aa a 
0 

closod matter, and the files wore sent to tho archives. I shall teko it 
iqxsn oyaclf to send for those files, and at tho rccoss vc will give scrao 
consideration to it. 7o«d like to look again at tho affidavit to soo what 

0 * » 

tho contents of it arc, and sono timo during tho dev y*j will rule on tho 


oattor 


DR. EISENMAMH: Thank you very ouch. 

ER. HEU4JT DEC (for SchnSidor): On direct -jeandnation the dofondant 
Schnoidcr tostifiod that tho obligation to tostify rtiich uxistod by rea¬ 
son of a Military Govemomt doc re o causod him to make out his affidavits. 
Becauso of this fact, I now novo to have thoso affidavits strickon fron 
tho rocord, and I an handing an English vopy of ry notion to tho Socrot.ary 
Gonoral. I hnvo a fon other copies. 

THE PRESIDED: ifilr. Socrctnry-Gonoral will you soo that that motion 
reaches us at tho recess? 


In that connection. Dr. Dix, you will pardon an interruption. I nay 
say that wo hnvo three notions that mro filod on yostorday by Dr. Sionors 
relating to f oaturos of this saxao problem. I«to in tho afternoon wo had 


tho motions tranwlatod and much later, at night, obtainod tho Prosoculion's 

ansTwr to tho motions. Tto Tribunal has not had an opportunity to confor 

7fith respect to thoso nattors, but we will considor your nattor, Dr. -Dix, 

0 • 

and tho ono prosonted by Dr. Sionors togothor, and 3ono tino diring tho 


course of tho day, at a tine *ich wo will announco beforo wo recess, no 


will take thoso subjects up and dispose of the«/ 

Aro there any other cr.ttcf-3 from counsel for any of the defendants 
now, before wo take a short rccoss? 


gaxd to one docuamt. In ry Docucent Book No. ID, rfiich I offered on 11 

0 

Nay 1948, there was one Document 21fl, an affidavit of Judnigs, I offered 
that document as Exhibit 218 and it was accepted. Subsequently it turned 
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out that I offered this doevsaont by mistake. I had not yot -received it, 
end tho Secretary General was kind enough to point out to me that this 
docuncnt was missing. Therefore, I withdrew it on 11 lCry. In tho meantlno 
I have received it, I have submitted it to tho Socrctnry-Gcnoral, and I now 
want to sake tho feraal off or to tho Tribunal, 

THE PRESIDENT: 'That is your docuncnt nueber? 

ER. SI3ERS: It's an affidavit of Ludwigs, only one-half pago in 
length, and dealing only with tho oxygon plant in Lorreiho/nd what Dr. 
von Schnitzlor's activity was. 

DR. SPRrEHER: May I ask tho pnssont dato of tho affidavit of Ludwigs, 
whether or not tho affidavit of Ludwigs now boing offorod is tho swao as 
an affidavit of Ludwigs which ms previously offered, if thoro was any 

ouch affidavit in odstonco at that tino. 

6 

DB. SI PIERS: No, I had not yot rocoivod it on that day. I ms axpocting 
* * • 

i$, and it rocchcd no too lato. That was tho rorsen vhy I withdrew it at 
tho tino. I rocoivod It on tho 24th of 25th - — no, I rocoivod it approxi¬ 
mately a week Inter. 

# # 

THE PRES I CENT: As I undorstond tho record, you offorod it, and then 

0 

you withdrew it bccauso you had not rocoivod it, and now you are rooffe¬ 
ring it; and it all relates to tho seno docunont. 

DR. SIEMHS: Yes, your Honor. 

IR. SPRECHER: Ur. President, this is not a contemporaneous docuncnt; 
this is an Affidavit. As I undorstmd Dr. Sicrors his presont statoiaont 
is that ho offered an affidavit which ho had not ovon scon. 

. . .. 4 

THE PRESIDENT: T foll, wo pemittod that, Mr. Sprcchcr that, he snyo, 

occurred on 11 May; that ics the day before wo rocossod, and we were por- 
aitting counsol for both sides to indulge in sonc rather losso prac^ico 
here of identifying and offering docuoonts that had not been procossod or 
wore not irrsodiatcly available. If this mttor is as Dr. Sicners states 
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0 

it, that ho offered it at that tiac thinking he would havo it and didn't 

• • 

obtain it rnd has now received it, it wouldn't be unreasonable, it scans 

to uo, unloss you havo scoe substantive objection to tho document. 

* • 

MR. SPHZCHER: Roll, it's only another exanp le of n&ny which I will ro- 

0 

for to shortly, Wicrc wo haven't ovon yet rocoived translations of sorao 

0 0 

of tho Into documentation, particularly affiant anted, al, offered by tho 

« ' // y 

Dofonso in the vory Into atagos of tho case. Now, ny point, Ur. President, 
was that our understanding was that documents which woro cvailablo physi- 
colly in tho courtrocc: but which hadn't boon translated or processed 
could bo offored, but to offor a document which is in tho procoss of boing 

* « y 

oado, not yot cado or rocoived, soens to us a vory strango procoduro, rnd 
wo cortainly didn't know about that. Uy quostion was uhothor or not 
this is tho saao affidavit which Dr. Sie-.ors clr.imw he was offoring on 
tho 11 th. 
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IR. SIEHERS: Ur- President, on the basis of a lottor that I 


had received I could assxuae with certainty that 1 vould roceivo it in 


tinoj that's why 1 incorporated it in the index of my Document Boole X. 
It didn't arrivo, and I withdrew it, but subsoquontly it did arrive, 
with a lottor fraa Ur. Ludwigs excusing hiaself booauso -ho was siok 
and could not go to tho Notary Public, which causod tto djlay. That's 
the only ceso in which I defaulted horo,whoro I offered something that 


caso. Dr. Si amors, wo will pertait yai to rooffor your Document 213 


a line within which oxpoctod all docaaontary an to rial to be subraittod, 
and we libordixod that ruling to tho oxtont of poraitting oounsol to 
nark and introdico docunonts that had not boon procossod. It was not 


tho pirposo of tho Triteinal at the tinu that ruling was nado to permit 
tho introduction in that nannor of doexuaonts that did not exist, but 
in view of tho fact that yax apparently in good faith did anticipcto 
tho arrival of tha dccuaont in tine end included it in the index of 
yair docunont book, wo will parnit it to go in ovidanco, and it is now 
in ovidenoo. 


ER. SH2ERSI Thank, you. I want to off or tho Ludwigs affi 
davit, Docxarant 213, as Exhibit 216. It is not contained in Book 13 


which has boon in the Translation Department for sovcral days 


Anything further fraa Caere el for tho defendants before wo 



that Shay can arrange their tiaa schedule, say I aik lour Honors at this 

4 V * • * 

time whether yai intend to sit next Konday, which is an American holiday? 
THE FDESIDSNT: Don't allow Couasol for the Defense to on- 


Jjerrass yai. Hr* Prosecutor. Do iroro at a littlo loss oursolvos to 


I nay say, as presently advised 


DR. DIX: Hr. Prosidont, as Dofonso Coureol for Schnitz I 


want to raise another natter. Your Honors know how difficult it is to 


obtain documents fraa foreign countries. Last night ay collcaguo Gior- 
lichs rocoived two affidavits frees Paris, in the Pronch language, by 
represontativos of the French nitrogen industry, both of when store 
Bor±ors of tha Intomational Nitrogon Convention. I was ablo to chock 
those two afiidevits only fivo ninutos ago. It's an unusual roquost, 
tut in my opinion it is Justified, in view.of tho aaorgar.cy in which 
tho Dofonso finds itself in procuring foreign documonts. I tharoforo 
ask tho Tribunal to accopt thoso two documents in tho French language 
boforo tho official closing of tho ovidonca. I can turn than ovor to 
tho Socrotary Oonorol in tho French languago, now, to bo translated, 
or I can withhold them -and soo to it that they hro translated, if thoy 
aro accoptod. Tho contonts... 

THE PRESIDENT* Dr. Dix, tho Tribunal Just cannot poxmit thnt 
to bo done. If wo allorod yai to effor thoso affidavits, wo would 
nocossarily bo roquired to accord counsol for tho Prosecution cn opport¬ 
unity to cross oxesino tho authors of the affidavits or perhaps to file 


cainteraffidavits, and that njuld Just prolong this trial indofinitoly 
W© havo no dcuot but what many, if not all of your gentlemen, if ac¬ 
corded an unlimited amount of time, could proAico vary, very much moro 
evidence of this char-actor.. The same is no doubt true of tho Prosecu¬ 


tion. But this Tribunal is required, under tho Charter under which it 
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introduction of evidence. We think that vo have perhaps- indilged a 
good of liberality with ycur imodiato prodocossor who was just 
beforo us a nazont ago urriar rather peculiar circumstances, bit wo 
are roquired right now to detoraine to close this ovidence or to leave 
it open, end under the circumstances we regret to say we shall have to 
deny ycur application. 

EF.DHx Mr. President, I quite understand ycur ruling, but 

I hope ycu will also understand the attempt I oada to introdaco tho doo- 

• . 

unants nevortholoss. 

HR. SPEECHES« Mr. Prosidont, wo havo just ono mat tor perhaps 
before you go into rocoss. This aattor wo raise with rospoct to unlcing 
any spocific motions concoming Dofonso exhibits offered lator in tho 
caso, porticularly during the last nook of tho trial propor and prt:.c- 
ularly concoming many affidavits offorod during that timo. Tho Trib¬ 
unal grentod tho prosecution a roasonablo timo in whioh to mcko spooific 
objoctiono. Howovor, in all oasos wo havo not actually yot procured 
English translations. Horo important, our lawyors and other staff havo 
boon unusually prooccupiod on tho briofs and a vary largo nunbor of 
collatortl •nottors which Dofonso Ccured havo raised during tho vory 
Into stages of this trial, and our tino has. boon ooro than takon up, 

— s 

Thoroforo, any notion wo would now nako with rospoct to spooific ox- 
hibits offorod in tba Into stages of tho trial waild bo incanploto and 
would redly scarcely show tho situation in which wo find oursolvos. 
Moreover, wo fool that out position irith rospoct to tho compotoncy and 
relovancy and tho woight to bo given to most, if not all, of this do¬ 
fonso documentation has boon cloarly indicated by earlier motions, so 
that any further notion at this timo would not really bo of great assist¬ 
ance? to tho Tribunal or really indicato aoro dearly air position oh 
tho record. In view of this gonoral situation, wo will'roly upon both 
our gonarcl and spocific arguments previously advanced by tho Prosooution 
to indicato to tha Tribunal cur view on tho rdovancy and tho weight to 
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be given to this later Dofenso documentation. 

TTZ PRESIDENT: I presume, under the American practice, you 
would denominate that observation a plea of confession and avoidance, 
tut wo can well understand, Ur. Prosecutor, that yew wish us to boar in 
nind that yew havo not acquioscod or waived azy rights insofar as tho 
consideration goes of this notorial, and tho Tribunal will of nocossity 
indul ge too sane with rospoct to Counsol for tho Prosecution as wo must 
tho Dofenso, by boaring in nind that all of yew gontlanon havo vrorkod 
under vory groat pros sure and that yew parhaps could and would havo 
done nary things if yew had had sufficient tino to do it. 

Son, nay I onco noro inquire if tJvjro aro any otoor notions 
or obsorvutions to bo offorod on bohalf of Counsol for tho Dofondants 
or tho Prosocution boforo wo rocoss? 

Tho Tribunal has in nind that it do os havo Dr.Sieoor >s notion 
and tho one filod by Dr. Dix c littlo whilo ago. Wo think porhaps that 
it would bo as noil if tho Tritwnal rose now in rocoss until Ii30, in 
order to givo us an opportunity to consider tooso nattorn. In tho noan- 
whilo. Dr. Dix, if yew will ceno in with Counsel for tho Prosocution 
and such of yewr associates as'you wish to talk .to us about tho natter 
that you mentioned this morning, wo >11 hoar yew. 

Tho Tribunal will now riso until 1:30. 

(A rocoss was taken until 1330 hours, ) 
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AFnEioo:: szssict; 

•(Tho hearing reconvened at 1330 hours, 1 'ins, 1948.) 

'.KE MARSHAL: pi j Tribunal is again in session. 

DR. NEIffB (Defense Coun.el for defendant Hocrloin)i Your Honor, 

I bag your indulgence for asking for your attention onco core. Only 
this morning, during the recess, I had an opportunity to look at tho 
documents which are in Exhibit 2262 of the prosecution. This is an 
affidavit of an enployeo of tho prosecution. Hr. Ihgar, w^iich has boon 
autaittod as rebuttal document in tho case of Duerrfold. Ur. Ungar, 
in this connection, gives us a collective report on a largo nuabor of 
docuionts. That I have in ny hand is only one part of this collective 
report. In looking through thoso doemonts, I haw found that Ur. 

Ungar's aura ary is in contradiction with tho material on which ha 
reports-in many instances. Sinco these docuaonts thansolvos aro not 
in widonco, it is inportant to point this mattor out to you. Abovo aU, 

I oust state that Ur. Ungor is fully conversant wi*h tho Toman lanjuago; 
that Ur. Ungar is wo. ing in tho staff of . r. Uinskoff and, consequently, 
ho is also inforaod of tho significance of tho words. A moro intorproter 
or translator may perhaps not knew how, in tho individual case, the word 
Vorsuch is to bo translated, but Ur. Ungar must of courso bo fully in- 
f mod of it. How, Ur. Ungar, in his affidavit, NI 15299, Exhibit 2262, 
under figuro U, paragraph 3 states, and I quotes "A report of tho 29th 
of January 19U3 speaks of tho transport of 80 inaatea suffering frtn 


typhus, and 2 i mates as 'oxpcrir-ental typhus coses'.". Sinco this is 
Barely a s unary, tha nattors to which ho refers must be in accordance 



f • 


with tho original. In tho 
to two iimatos to 
inontal or test cases 
variant with tho Goman 
conflicts of 
this point is concern ., the 


is stated with roferonco 

or typhus oxper- 
beforo, is fully con- 
inf omod of tho 
tho defense as far a s 
typhus cases" 


can no longer be an accident and can no lonj~r be considered as an 
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accidental translation nistake. The words have boon used in full 
cognizance of their significance. That this is so also becomes apparent 
free tha fact that in the very ssr.o affidavit of Ur. Ungar, under 
paragraph 3, there is a compilation of the inmates, subdivided as to 
tfciir individual discasos. At the end, the word "typhus" is also used. 
Behind that word Ur. Agar, the analyst who has deposed an affidavit 
about that natter, put "(inclusive of experiments)". 

Gentlemen, 1 ask that this document bo not admitted as far as the 
translation is concerned to which I just objoctod, and Vtvx t Figuro h, 
paragraph 3, and tho remark in paronthosoa "inclusive of experiments" 
to stricken free that document. 

Finally, I oust also point out that Ur. tfogar certified to his 
am affidavit. I boliovo this is also not in lino with tho rulos which 
oro valid fer tho certification of affidavits, 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Nolto, sinco it is quite apparent that thjro 
can bo no agfoesnont botweon counsol for the dafonsc and counsolfor tho 
prosocution with roforonco to tho matter of translation to which you 
haw rofoxTud, the Tribunal is hardly in position to dictate to an 
affiant tho translation ho wishos to utilizo for Us own purposes. I 
thiftk I can assure . .. gontlcnan that tha Tribunal is mil awaro of 
tho problem that has arisen with roforonco to tho proper and appropriate 
translation of tWs Gorman word in tho context in which it appears in 
exhibits and documents fraa placo to placo. J?a oust overrule your 
notion to strike out the parts of tho document to which you havo 
referred. It would bo taking a liberty for tho Tribunal to make tho 
document say something different than tho affiant had said when he nade 
it. ^Wver, as in tho oat tors referred to this morning, tho Tribunal 
will assume the responsibility ’of keeping in nind tho difforonco in 
■dewpoints that you gontleaon have with respect to this matter of 
translation and will apply it in this instance as well as in the other 
instances to which reference was nade this corning. It will not go 
unnoticed and if it beccees necessary for us to nako our own determination 
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as to what the translation stould bo, we shall undertake to do that 
in the light of all the information that has been given here on the 
witruss stand and othorwiso and in tte light of crir om inquiry ,ac to 
what the translatio. should bo in tho particular instances. Your 
notion will bo overruled with thoso obsofcvations as in tho natter 
referred to this noming, 

ER. KELTS: Cho no re question. Your Honor. Since tho docunonts 
upon which bo affidavit is basod are not in eidencc, I sjjould liko to 
ask tho Tribunal how tho Tribunal will be able to check tho correct¬ 
ness of ny remarks to tho offoct that Dr. Agar's report is incorrect? 

THE PRES ID 2.7: I nay bo wrong about tht but I was undor tho 
impression that those documents upon which Dr. Unger's statement was 
formulated ware in ovidenco or, at least, wore in the files of tho 
Socrotary General, How, if you wish to make thosd available to tha 
Tribunal by placing thorn in evidence or placing than ih tho filos 
of the Secretary General so that wo can tost tho nattor ol tho trans¬ 
lation if it boconos nocossary to do so, I can soo no objection to 

that. 
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Id. SPHSCHSR: Tho documents axe not in evidence and they hrve been 
Available aince the time this offer wa made a lonr ouabe • of days ago. 
He certainly have no ocjection to having indications of tfiat the record 
show put forward, tut it secaa to us that thia really eccunts to noth¬ 
ing core than a final speech concerning tho word Versuch, as Dr. Nelte 
said, and aince thet is the sole question involved, I don't think re¬ 
peating the word Verauch e.a taken froo all these documents would help 
us one single bit. 

• . ^ 

TOE PRESIDENT: Perhaps thia »ould be the solution for the mattor, 

Lut me suggest that these original documents bo put in the files of tho 
Secretary as supplementing the exhibit with the-understanding that they 
need not bo translated or processed. If tho Tribunal then has any ne¬ 
cessity to consult tho original documents, they will be available, and 
manifestly, a translation of thoo waild not servo our purposo anyway 
bocauao if they wore translated, we would thon bo back in the trouble 
wo're in now. Wo'd have somebody's translation and that -lght well 
change it. May wo sti. slate between you gentlemen that thoso original 
documents, upon which tho Ungar statements wero basod, be aado a part 
of the files of this trial, without processing thorn, with tho under¬ 
standing that they will be available to tho Tribunal if it bocomes no- 

• 

eossary to consult thoo? Is that agrooablo to you. Dr. Nelto? 

DR. NELTE: I an in full agreement with that. In agreomont with 
the prosocution, I consider these documents as an Annex to a motion which 
I just put to you orally and which I shall hand in in writing also to 
the files of tho Tribunal. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very mil. Is thrt agreseblo to the prosecution? 

MR. S>REOffiR: Yes, it is, Your Honor. v 

THE PRESIDENT: Then that disposes of that matter. 

MR. S’RSCHER: Mr. President, I only wanted to say, is there Any ne¬ 
cessity of having anything more in writing by pr. Nelto on this point? 

It seems to us anyway fha.t we have had lota of writing lately and this 
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is one place *ere m can all forebear. 

TTiS PRESIDENT: If Dr. Nelte supplements his oral nation k. nas 
now been ruled upon, it will be necessary to make a formal order to 
sake the ruling conform to the one here announced. It is unnecessary, 
but if he desires to submit it, we'll make the order’and it will be in 
accordance with the ruling here made. There's no harm in it. 

DR. S2IDL (Defense Counsel for defendant Duorrfeld): Your Honor, I 
should like to add a few sentences to what Dr. Hoerlein's defense coun¬ 
sel has said. Already scco tine ago I have objected against Document 
2262 on behalf of tho defendant Duerrfcld. I shoul-* like to old that 
within that short per.: 4 Of time wo wore uui’blo to look through a re¬ 
buttal document which comprises aoro than 1,000 pagos. For that reason, 
in our closing brief, wo shall have to confine ourselves to making a few 
explanations which wo camo across on the basis of a few spot chocks, but 
I should like to state for the record hero that in Dr. Ungar's affidavit, 
expressions are used which so far we have not been able to discover in 
these over a thousand pages of rebuttal documents. I ask that in eval¬ 
uating the probative valuo of this document to take into consideration 
that in view of tho lack of time wo were absolutely unable to acquaint 
oursolves with tho contents of thoso documents. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. Dr. Seidl. 

Now, aro there any other matters to bo callod to tho attontion of tho 
Tribunal beforo we proceed to close tho record on tho motions that are 
pending before the Tribunal. 

DR. RUDOLF DEC: I should like to present something to you which I 
suspected this morning but I wasn't sufficiently informed of it then in 
ordor to communicate it to you as a fact. In earlier trials already it 
happened to me thet the exact contrary was found in the translation of 
my final plea than what I actually intended to say. Although fourteen 
days already before the date fixed I filed ny final argument for trans¬ 
lation, I received it back only this noon, and as fir as I am concerned 
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I was in a position to chock the translation very superficially only to¬ 
day. Similar complaints have reached me froa ay colleagues and thero is 
only one case which I might bring to your attention. In the final plea 
of ay colleague Dr. Boettcher it is stated in the Goman text: "The at¬ 
tention of the Tribunal must be directed to the fact that at the out¬ 
break of the war supplies wero only eva.ilable to an extent which could 
in any way cover tho needs of araa.wnts in the evr> ' lalit,- of a war." 

The English translation reads: "The attention of tho Tribunal shauld 
be callod to the fact that at the outbreak of war there wore only 
enough supplies to meet tho amaaunt requirements for a war." 

DR. GXERJJCHSt I think that what Dr. Dix Just said wasn't quito 
comprehensible to tho Tribunal because the translation of tho German 
text was again in accordance with the translation mado by the Transla¬ 
tion Department, 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Giorlichs, may I suggest this, that tho matter 
of making corrections on material in arguaonta and in briofs is quito 
different from that pertaining to documents by which, of courso, wo are 
all bound and requirod to accept for what they are and what thoy say. 

I take it that counsol, in arguing a case, is entitlod to havo tho 
translation say what ho want it to say. It isn't a mattor of transla¬ 
ting a docuaont emanating from some othor person ar *, con lequontly, if 
you and ary of your associates find that the English t ranslation of 
your arguments and your briefs do not comport with what you went said 
to the Tribunal, if you will give us a memorandum, informally - send 
it to our offices, four copies, and give the proeocuUon al»o a. copy, 
we will pin it to your arguments and we'll nako tho arguments conform 
to your ideas of what you want to say. 

UR. SFRECHER: Ur, President, I havo looked at the proposed trans¬ 
lation and 1 have looked at the proposed German and the later transla¬ 
tion proposed by the defense is just not even grammatical and I only 
point that out with due respect to what I think has beon a very fine 
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translation staff in this trial and also to indicate the possibilities 
that several people car. cake slight errors about translations. 

THE PRESIDENT: I repeat on behalf of the Tribunal idiot I said be¬ 
fore, that when it cocos to asking arguments or submitting briefs that 
counsel that submits that material is entitled to have the English say 
what he wishes it to say to the Tribunal. He and he alono is respon¬ 
sible for what he puts in his arguments and whet he puts in his briefs, 
and if he discovers- that a translations does not say what ho wants said, 
he may moke his own corrections and submit it to us and wo will append 
it to his English copy of the matorial that is fu mi shod to us, so that 
he cay have the bendfit of having said to the Trib ..-1 wJ.-t he wishes 
to have said, in the ernner ho wishes it s«id. That's entirely differ- 

r* 

ont and apart from the case of the disputed translation of a document 
which is Just what it is and is some times the subject of such contro¬ 
versy. 

DR. DDC: One sore word. I may assume that this memorandum will bo 
submitted aftor we hevo held our final argument. I don't think that I 
will be able to chock the translations until tomorrow and, at tho same 
time, give you tho memorandum. All of us are far too busy to do that 
in that short period of time. 

THE PRES ID a»T: You nay do that Just whonover you wish, Dr. Dix, 
providing you do not further burden tho translation and mimoographing 
staff by sending it through in that manner. They will havo a mountain 
of material now. Just soe that wo receive in English what you think 
the translation should bo. See th»t the prosecution is furnished a 
copy of it era see ti.- wo hevc four copies and it will serve the pur¬ 
pose, and you may do it any time.up until the announcement of the 
Judgment. 

DR. DIX: One core thin. I should merely like to express the wish 
to the interpreters that tomorrow they do not entirely rely upon tho 
English text which is before them but, if possible, actually listen to 
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whet is being said. That here the contrary is being said of what I in¬ 
tend to say is beyond any doubt. In the Snglish translation southing 
incriminating is contained and in the German text scraething is contain¬ 
ed which is in favor of the defense. I don't w-nt to discuss in open 
court with Hr. Sprecher how good tho translation is. • Perhaps, privato- 
ly wo will be able to do that when we will be able to express our opin- 
ion more freely. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. Very well, gontlomen. 

Dr. Hoffman? 

DR. HOPFlL'JQf (Defense Counaol for defendants .'j±roa and von der 
Hcydo): Your Honor, I “hould ocroly like to add .« low wo. a with ros- 
pect to tho deadline which has been fixod for filing our final briofs. 
So far, I don't consider that particular date has boon givon to us ns 
absolutely final but only a period to which counaol should have to ad¬ 
here in ordor"not to delay tho expeditious process of this trial and 
the Judgement. It was ay opinion that two or threo days would not mat¬ 
ter too much end would not mean that the trial briof would not at all 
be accepted. I don't know whether this earning any inquiry was mado 
as to tho time limit whon tho prosecution will file thoir trial triof. 

If such en inquiry has boon made and if tho prosecution, too, has been 
told that their briefs would not be received if thoy aro filed later 
than the proscribed da.to, then ay opinion deviates froa thAt. It is my 
point of view that tho prosecution should not bo allowod to look into 
ay trial briof in the sane way as I don't expect to look at tho prosocu- 
tion's trial brief. I should like to ask the Tribunal ihcther that 
period of time means that tho briefs will not bo accepted qt all, or 
whether it is merely a reasonable, poriod fixed for an expeditious trial? 

THE PRESIDENT: W-y I say that in the first instance the Tribunal 
fixed a time for tho submission of trial briefs with the thought that it 
would perhaps avoid delay and, in any event, lessen the very tremendous 
burden that is placed on the processing staff. Later, the question 
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arose as to the confidential character of briefs and argumentative natei^- 
ial and we cone laded also that the order that we had fixed was reasonable, 
if not necessary, in order to insure that right and privilege of th> con¬ 
fidential nature of tr's material. The rule did n- loes -oply alike to 
prosecution and defenso. Perhaps Jrou were not in the room this morning, 
Dr. Hoffmann, but I think the prosecution announced on the record that 
they would tomorrow file their briefs. The Tribunal wjuld be very very 
reluctant to say that it would not consider briefs that,, for some reason 
other than merely dilatory tactics, had not been filed within time and 
the Tribunal would be disposed, upon a proper showing of an emorgoncy, 
to grna.t concessions insofar as it can be done with oonsistonco and with 
regard to the treatment accorded tho other members of counsel. The rulo 
applies alike to all concornod. Tho Tribunal would not want to any that 

a 

it would close its oaxs to hearing a briof prosontod on bohalf of a de¬ 
fendant because his counsel, for some reason, had not gotten tho brief 
in on time, but we cannot, in tho interoats of fair treatment and con¬ 
sistence, slopt a rulo that doos not appjly to all you gontleoon alike. 

If any problems arise of something that is beyond * j P co. Mol, if you 
will cooo to us with a representative of tho opposition, wo will try to 
work it out as best we can under tho circumstances in order to give a 
full opportunity in order to present your views to tho Tribunal. That's 
all I can sey at this time. 

Is there anything else, gentlemen, before we announce those rulings? 
Then, we shall proceed to do that. 

May I say first that thore are pending three notions that havo novor 
been formally disposed of although wo have indicated to counsel that 
wero concerned in those matters thet they would be passed over until 
the final determination of the caso. Me propcso to issue formal orders 
50 stating with respect to the notion for a. finding of Not Guilty as to 
Counts One and Five, which was filed by Dr. von Hotzler on behalf of 
mst of the defendants on the 17th of Doconbor. /Iso, on the notion 
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filed b7 Dr. Luacert on behalf of the defendant Kuc‘ ne dated Deceab.r 11, 
along nith a suppleae,..?l notion filed on the 8th of January. Thero will 
be the same order entered with respect to the jaotion filed on behalf of 
a large nueber of the defendants on the 7th of May by Dr. Dix. To fur¬ 
ther identify th?t notion, I will say that it really constitutes sever¬ 
al notions: 1, .. notion to disoiss this cause for want of Jurisdic¬ 

tion. 2. A notion to dismiss for failure to properly prepare, refer 
or investigate the charges, 3. .'.notion to disniss for^defects appear¬ 
ing on the fact of the indictment. A. A notion to disniss for failure 
of the indictnent to elloge an offense cognisable by the Tribunal. 5. 

A notion to disuias for lack of Jurisdiction of the persons of defon¬ 
dants. 6. /. notion for a nistrial and to dismiss the chargos, and 

seventh, a notion to striko cortain allegations contained in tho in- 
dictoont. As to all of tho so notions there will bo no ruling in ad¬ 
vance of tho final Judgnont and tho Tribunal will t-ko thoso notions 
into consideration i». otermining what its final Judgnont should be. 
Formal orders rociting thoso facts will be filed in the offico of tho 
Secretary General. 
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Now, on the oral cation made by Dr. Eisenann on behalf of him¬ 
self and Dr. rribilla as counsel for lautenschlaeger this forenoon, 
if Dr. Bisaaann trill advise the Tribunal of the document and exhibit 
number of the affidavit of Dr. Bieling, that affidavit will be admitted 
in evidence-and the issues in that regard will be considered closed 
by the Tribunal. Cat. ou give us the document and exhibit nucbor now, 

Dr. Eiseaann? 

DR, EISEMAMJ: Cn the basis of the decision Justjjronounced by the 
Tribunal, I am submitting the Bieling affidavit dated 15 May 19lt8 
as lautenschlaeger Document 72 with Exhibit No. 70. 

THE RESIDENT! That exhibit is in evidence. 

The motion filed this forenoon by Dr. Hellaut Dix on behalf of the 
defendant Schneider, entitled, "A Motion for tho Striking of the Affidavits 
of the Defendant Schneider," prosecution exhibits 917, 1328, 1329, 

1333 and lhlQ, is now overruled by the Tribunal. 

Yesterday, as was mentioned this forenoon, Dr. Sieoers filed throe 
motions. All throe of these motions bear date of May — you nay strike 
that; one of them doesn't bear a date. 

On the motion to adait tho affidavit sutnitted to the Tribuna' rede 
by Dr. Max Ilgner, .. red as Schn! taler Document 2*6 and offered as 
Schnitzler Exhibit 22U, the affidavit ie admitted in evidonce. 

The Tribunal now reaffirms its ruling made at tho boginning of this 
case, namely, on the 30th of August 19U7, with reference to tho exclusion 
of affidavits aade in 19h7 by reason of an attempt to show duress in 
19U5 and 19U6. The Tribunal will stand on the ruling made then and 
the ruling is now tho ruling of tho Tribunal. 

On the notion filed by Dr. Sieoers on the 29th of May 191 j 8 with 
respect to Schnitzler Docucent No. 228, being a transcript of the 
interrogation of Frederick Gauss by Dr. Kempner and Mr. Beauvais on tho 
6th of March 19h7 and the 11th of August 181*7, the docucent is excluded 
frac evidorce. It is not admitted. 
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Oi Schnitzler Document 229, being an interrogation' of Eberhard 
von Thadden on the 3rd of March 191*8 in the proceedings against 
Weizsacck-r at al, American Military Tribunal IV in Case XI, that 
docuaent is excluded free evidence* 

Ch Schnitzler Ec- amt- 230, being the affidavit of ..ornur von 
Hoven of 17 March 19L8 concerning the interrogation of Mr. Josif Marcu, 
Jr., and Mr. Emil L. Tislowitz, ixabers of the Nurnberg prosecution 
staff, that document is likewise oxcludod free evidence. 

The Tribunal now admits in evidence the affidavit of Lilly von 
Schnitzler which was previously offered as Schnitzler Document No. 

27 ard markod for identification as Schnitzler Exhibit No. 30 and 
found in Schnitzler Document Book II; and that document Is now admit tod 
in evidonco as Schnitzler Exhibit 30. 

Thu Tribunal rojects and will not admit into ovidonco tho supple¬ 
mental and additional uvidonco of Lilly von Schnitzler datod 26 May 
191*8 and offerud by Dr. Sioo-rs as Schnitzler Document 227 which ho 
askod to have made Exhibit No. 225* I may say that it is tho view of 
tho Tribunal that that documjnt survod its purpose whon wo admittod 
the document proviocr". roforred tc, tho Lilly vor. -ennii lor affidavit. 
Exhibit 30. 

Tho Tribunal nan overrules the motion of the prosocution filed 
today ontitlod, "Motions Concerning Cortain (Xitstanding Matters in 
Answor to Throe Motions on Behalf of the Defendant von Schnitzlor." 

Tho Tribunal will troat as withdrawn the Wolffsohn affidavit. 

For the sake of the rocord I wish someone would give mo now tho document 
and exhibit nudjer of that docuzunt so that we can positively idontify 
it on tho record. 

$ 

DR. SH2L.RS: lour Honor, this is frosecution Document HI-15266, 
Exhibit 2236, in Book 9h. 

THE PRESIEENT: Document 1526, Prosecution's Exhibit 2236, is 
now strickon from the e^dencc. In that connection tho oral tostimoi^y 
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of the witness iiolffsohn will remain in the evidence but the Tribunal 
will consider as stricken all references in that oral testimony 
concerning the events occurring in the years 1945 and 1946. 

MR. Si»xCK2Rj Mr. President, there are two matters which wc 
either aren't clear about or which we wish to raise for soot other 
reason. lou stated, «•- we understood you, that you over, olod the 
prosecution’s motion which was Dr. Sioaors made and yet parts of that 
motion, it seemed to m, had actually been granted by saao of your 
prior rulings. That is the first point. 

THE PRESIDENTi In that oonnoction you are perhaps correct 

about that, Mr. Sprech-r, bocauso in ruling on the motions of Dr, 
Siwaurs wu considered it uroocessaxy to rule on soai of tho matters 
raisod in your motion. May I say that tho reason why we overruled your 
motion is bocauso of tho latter part of it in which you asked that, in 
tho ovont certain of tho ovidonco off-rod by Dr. Siomers bo actaittod 
in ovidonco, that you bo p-raittod to mako certain showing. 

Tho Tribunal is going to treat this Incident as closod with thoso 
rulings and that is tho reason for tho formal overruling of your motion. 
It is bpth a motion and an answer and w u have overruled it upon the 
thoory that wo wore -t going to ^imit tho introduction of any 
further ovidonco on tho mat tors roforrod to in the affidavit of Dr. 
Ilgnor. 

MR. SfRZEHER: Now, socondly, as I understood tho prosecution's 
offer to withdraw tho rfolffsohn affid? vit and as I urri or stood tho 
understanding with tho Tribunal from tho "in charters" discussion, 
tho testimony of the defendant Haofligor concerning tho years 1945 
and 1946 was likewise to fall, as well as the Wolffsohn affidavit and 
his cross examination concerning 1945 and 1946. 

I realize that it would bo difficult to edit tho record completely 
in that ccnnoction but nj would consider th3t the record stood in a 
highly prejudicial ronnor to the prosecution on tho basis of those 
recent developments if tho entire understanding, as we at least had it 
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in sand, was not honored in that regard. I don't know if there has 


boon soare confusion but that is certainly our understanding, that this 


whole issuo wawnot to b* resolved by Dr. Siegers' in offcct gcttirg 
in what we believe ho had attempted to get in fora long, long time and 
over our objection, ovon after wo withdrew what wo considered was tho 
only possible affidavit which gave hia any grounds at this late stago 
for making tho prof or that ho made, because of any error on tho part of 


tho prosucution in preferring ovidonco which might 
which the Tribunal had previously settled. 


reopen on old issuo 


\ 
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THE ?T-5IDEfT: As the pros cue tiai has well suggested, no do 
not want to have to tike the tire now to go through the evidence 
here of the testimony of kr. Haefiiger and try to eliminate part by 
part the itens that, in the view of the Tribunal, might be properly 
stricken out. 


The Tribunal takes a view that it has clearly expressed its 
thought that it does not consider these incidents occurring in 1945 
and 1946 as affooting the admissibility of tiie 1947jexhibit3 upon 
the theory that they are too remote to the time when the 1947 exhi¬ 


bits upon the theory that they are too remote to the time when the 
1947 exhibits were executed and counsol can rest assured that the 
Tribunal, after having so ruled, is not going to burden itself with 
these 1945 and 1946 events. 


I thought that I had mado a memorandum at the time of our infor¬ 


mal conference of all of the things that wo l*ad agreed upon and I do 
not find in that memorandum any reference to tho Haofligor examina¬ 
tion although I do wo 11 remember that thorc was some mention, SCO* 
discussion, of it. 

It soens to do that the general ruling of tho Tribunal, that it 


considers those incidents occurring in 1945 as remote to tho 19&7 


affidavit, is sufficient within itself to protect the record here 
as to what this Tribunal is going to consider concerning tho affi¬ 
davits that it has admitted in evidence. 

Do you have sene thing to say. Dr, Siemers? 

DR. SEE£3tS: Tour “onor, I should merely like to refer to ono 
point with roforonco to what Ur. Sprechor has said. From a purely 


procedural point of viewy and the Haefligor examination was approved 
to me at the time when the witness Wolffsohn had not yet been cross 


examined. I had requested three further witnesses irrecpective of 
that matter and that was discussed in chambers. At that time I had 
to agree with the Tribunal that I could no longer ask for these throe 
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•witnesses after the ilolffsohn docuaent had been rejected as rebuttal 
documents, That is how I reoenber it. I nercly want to make thr t 
statement; otherwir-, I aa in ccsplete agroonoat; 

THE PRESUCIT: Just one thing further; in ruling on thoso 
notions of Dr. Sicncra I ooittod to say that his notion to strike 
fren the evidence the exhibits consisting of statements of Dr. von 
Schnitzlor which were offered by the prosecution and which aro 
enumerated in his notion is likewise overruled. The Tribunal will 
not striko thoso affidavits frem the ovidonoo. 

Now, gentlemen, so far aa we arc advised, that takes care of 
all outstanding natters that are non ponding before the Tribund 
and all that remains now is for tho argmont to begin in tho morning 
at nine o'clock. 

Just ono thing nay I say to all of you? It Is going to bo very 
nocossary for us to kocp a closo schodulo and not to consume tino 
with other uattors 'ihllo thoso arguments aro in progress. If any 
natter arises that rny center of counsel fools J: .toco: iary to coll 
to the attention of tho court, nay I request that you do that first 
infornally by coning to us in chambers. Perhaps wo can obviate tho 
necessity of consuming any tino in tho courtroom which should bo 
allotted to counsel for their arguments« 

Unless thoro is scoothing further to be said to tho Tribunal 

wo aro about, gontlonon, to recess until tenor row morning at nine 

o'clock to begin tho argroents in this caso. 

* 

Just a accent, please. 

Is there anything further? Ihen tho Tribunal will rise until 
nine o'clock tomorrow Doming' at which tixx? wo will proceed with 
the argument. 

TH2 lAnSHftL: The Tribunal will recess until tesnorrw; morning 
at nino o'clock. 

(Tho Tribunal adjourned until 0900 hours 2 Jur.o 19U8.) 
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